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PREFACE. 



The trial of Jesus Christ resulted in His condem- 
nation and crucifixion. This result is of such over- 
whelming consideration, that we are liable to rest in it, 
as if we needed nothing more to the full understanding 
►of the whole business. And yet if we do so rest in it, 
we have unconsciously fallen into a great mistake. For 
we have overlooked the very meaning and purpose of 
the trial. That purpose was — That Jesus Christ might 
be found either guilty or innocent of some oflfence 
charged against Him. Our first, therfore, and our impera- 
tive duty is to inquire, — What was the oflfence laid to His 
charge ? and — What was the evidence on which He was 
<5ondemned ? These are questions of infinite moment. 
They do not detract from the greatness of the result, — 
that He was condemned and crucified ; but they give 
to that result eternal eflfect and value. 

The one issue on which everything turned was raised 
before the Jewish tribunal. Though what afterwards 
transpired before the Eoman Governor is of imspeakable 
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interest, on account of the light it reflects on what had 
abeady happened, and because Pilate must needs give 
sentence of death. As to the trial before the High 
Priest, — we should distinguish between the object which 
the rulers had in view in bringing the Saviour to their bar, 
— and the means by which they would effect that object. 
Their object was — ^to rid themselves of Him. The means 
hy which they would accomplish this end was — ^by 
condemning Him for some offence. They, therefore, 
charge Him first with being — ^a malefactor. But in this 
attempt they fail, because their false witnesses agree 
not together. Thereupon they raise the charge of — 
blasphemy, by adjuring the Saviour to declare — ^Who and 
What He is. On this charge no witnesses are called. 
He is the only Witness, and they condemn Him out of 
His own mouth. The whole question, therefore, comes 
to thisy — ^What is the blasphemy for which Jesus Christ 
was condemned ? To answerthis question is the chief aim 
of the following pages. And however imperfectly I have 
handled the subject, my hope is that I have demon- 
strated thus much, — ^that the Gospels afford us infallible 
proof that Jesus Christ was condenmed, and that He 
died upon the cross, on no other charge whatever, and 
on no other pretext whatever than this, — ^That on the 
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oath of the living God He declared Himself to be, in 
the high and distinctive sense of the title, " the Son of 
God." If so, the result of the trial is, — That we have 
the testimony of the Lord Jesus on His oath, and 
we have that testimony on oath sealed by the blood 
of His cross, that He is none other than — "God manifest 
m THE FLESH." And WO have this further fact, — That 
He died upon the cross, simply and only because 
He gave this evidence concerning Himself in the face 
of all men. 

As to this result in itself, — It is of so great moment, 
that all other considerations in comparison are as 
nothing. They are like the heaven and the earth which 
fled away before Him that sat on the throne. There is 
found no place for them. The tkuth involved in this 
result givies all their value to the writings both of the Old 
Testament and of the New. It is the one central 
truth round which creation and redemption, time and 
eternity, with all their interests revolve. 

As to the evidence on which this truth is established, — 
We may observe, that the character of the Witness is 
equal to the great responsibility ; and that this is a 
fact which may be known and read of all men. Every 
man may learn what are the antecedents of this Witness. 
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Every one may examine the circumstances under which 
His testimony is given. Every one may see for himself 
that He speaks deliberately, with an evident impress of 
the precise meaning and deep solemnity of His words, 
and with a perfect consciousness and foreknowledge of 
the immediate and remote consequences His words entail. 
Every one may see for himself how the matter ends. 
Yea, the whole world, and every creature under heaven, 
is commanded to look into these things, and to receive 
the testimony of this Witness, in order to the attain- 
ment of eternal life and salvation. And whoever 
rejects the testimony must answer for so doing at the 
judgment seat of Christ. 

Such being the testimony which the Lord Jesus gives 
concerning Himself, we should remember also, — That 
God the Father delights to glorify His Son. This is 
seen— -in the prophecies which went before. It is also 
seen — ^in the miracles which He gave Him to accomplish. 
And especially is it seen — ^in that " He raised him from 
the dead, and set him at his own right hand in the 
heavenly places." And we should recollect that the 
chief end of the coming of the Holy Spirit is, — That He 
may glorify Christ: as the Saviour said, — "He shall 
glorify me : for he shall receive of mine, and shall 
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show it unto you." — (John xvi. 14.) This promise was 
pre-eminently accomplished in the days of the Apostles. 
Filled with the Holy Spirit they testified of Christ in 
all the world. And multitudes in all lands bore witness 
to their triumphs. If we see no such great results now, 
may we not ask, — "Is there not a cause?" For what is 
the actual state of things ? Is it a subject of exulta- 
tion or of humiliation ? The defiant language of the 
enemies of the Gospel bears witness to the fact, not 
only that the truth makes few fresh victories, but that it 
can scarcely maintain its hold on the nominally 
Christian part of the world. The oft-repeated and in- 
sulting boast is, — that Christianity has seen its day, and 
has now become eflfete ; — that it has lost its vitality 
before the scorching blasts of modern criticism. " Now 
therefore, Moab, to the spoil." 

I would cite a passage from the writings of the late 
Mr. J. Stuart Mill. The influence of his writings has 
extended far and wide. In India, I am told that, among 
the heathen population whom we are educating up to the 
European standard, his speculations are read with 
avidity ; and that his followers quote his words, in 
scorn of the messengers of the Gospel. There may 
then be some advantage as well as interest, if we take 
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some pains to hear and to weigh what this renowned 
writer and statesman has said on the subject of our 
Lord's Divinity. How has he stated the matter ? The 
passage shall be given more at length in the Ap- 
pendix, that the reader may the better appreciate the 
few lines, of which I now wish to treat. They run 
thus : — " When to this we add, that to the conception 
of the rational sceptic, it remains a possibility that 
Christ actually was what he supposed himself to be — not 
God, for he never made the smallest pretention to that 
character, and would probably have thought such a pre- 
tention as blasphjemous as it seemed to the men who 
condemned him — ^but a man charged with a special ex- 
press and unique commission from God to lead mankind 
to truth and virtue." 

This extract consists of a parenthesis, and the 
words which immediately enclose it. Our business 
now is with the parenthesis. It contains a denial, and 
an admission of something. The denial is on behalf 
of the Lord Jesus, that — ^" He never made the smallest 
pretention to that character :" — that is, to be God. In 
reply to this assertion — having in mind what is con- 
tained in the following pages — I would ask, what will 
the rational sceptic himself say, if on investigation we 
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find — ^That Christ, on His trial before Caiaphas, declared 
Himself on the oath of the living God, to be the Son of 
God, and that, in the high and appropriate meaning of 
the title ? What will the rational sceptic say, if we 
find — That Christ did this deliberately, knowing that He 
would have to bear the unanimous condenmation of the 
Council, and to seal His testimony with the blood of His 
cross? Can the rational sceptic himself so much as 
imagine circumstances more awful, — (which were yet 
prepared and brought about by the very enemies of the 
truth themselves, in order to overthrow it,) — under which 
the Lord's declaration could be made ? If not, (and we 
will even assume as much, till we hear the contrary,) 
then the one question only that can arise is this, — Can 
there by possibility be any mistake in our interpretation 
of the meaning of the records ? is there reasonable 
ground to suppose we have fallen into some error ? The 
purport of the following pages is to show, that there is 
no such mistake, no reasonable ground to suppose 
there is any error. 

And we will call Mr. MiU himself to witness on our 
behalf, that there neither is nor can be any mistake or 
error. And, in adducing his evidence, we will keep to 
his parenthesis. For, now, what is his o^tv ^dxK^^Sss^X 




XU PREFACE. 

He says, that Christ — " would probably have thought 
such a pretention as blasphemous as it seemed to the men 
who condemned him." Our author, then, himseK 
admits, that this said pretention was before the Court. 
Somehow or other, in some shape or way, it was there. 
This, I say, he admits ; otherwise, how could it seem 
blasphemous to the men who condemned Christ ? 
The rose to seem sweet must be before us. To seem 
offensive the offal must be there. And this pretention, 
to seem blasphemous to the men who condemned the 
Lord Jesus, must have been before the Court. This Mr. 
Mill, therefore, admits; and, apparently, without any 
hesitation or qualification whatever. He is as sure 
about this, as he is that these men condenmed our 
Lord. And, I suppose, that no one will take a different 
view of the subject. For my part, I do not see, how any 
one could come to any other conclusion. Then, what 
would Mr. Mill say to this, — ^that the very words, 
which, as he admits, place this pretention before the 
Court, are the words which our Lord adopts, in order 
to declare, on the oath of God, that He is what those 
words import ? 

If this be indeed the fact, it follows that our author's 
a,dmission is fatal to his denial, and that he himself has in 



PREFACE. Xiii 

efifect refuted it. And by the same reason, by which even 
Mr. Mill is convinced, and naturally enough believes 
without the slightest suspicion of error, that the (so 
called) pretention seemed blasphemous to the men who 
condemned Christ ; — ^it follows, I say, that by the same 
reason may we be convinced and believe as naturally, and 
without the slightest suspicion of error, that this preten- 
tion our Lord did most assuredly make. So that Mr. 
Mill's recorded judgment on the one side, — ^namely that 
this pretention seemed blasphemous to the men who 
condemned Jesus, affords us all the justiiBcation, and all 
the confirmation Mr. Mill could give, to our belief on the 
other side, that our Lord did af&rm Himself to be God. 
Only we must not forget, that while the men to whom 
this pretention seemed blasphemous, introduced the 
subject in their own words, and by way of adjuration in 
the Name of the living God ; — which may be accounted 
sufficiently awful : Christ, on His part, accepts their 
words, making them His own words, and utters the oath 
administered to Him ; — ^which beyond measure is still 
more awful. And to this we may add, that while they 
on their part condemned Him for blasphemy, — ^which 
again is sufficiently awful : He on His part suffers that 
condemnation, and endures their revilings, and the 
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scourging and the Cross — ^which are infinitely more 
awful still. 

At the risk of seeming to repeat, I would just add, 
that Mr. Mill's admission — if I have fairly interpreted 
it — affords us his warranty of the soundness of one main 
position in the following account of the Trial of Jesus 
Christ. That position is, that, in the High Priest's 
words of adjuration, the claim which is accounted 
blasphemous, — namely, to be God — was brought before 
the Court. To have Mr. Mill's admission and warranty 
on this important point is valuable. The other main 
position, — that our Lord adopted as His own the words 
of adjuration, and so declared Himself to be God, — may 
be left to the judgment and appreciation of all men. 
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Part T. 
THE TEIAL BEFOEE CATAPHAS, 



On taking up the records otthe trial, of Je^us Christ 
at the bar of Caiaphas, we are surprised at their brevity. 
The nature ot the event, and the position it holds in 
the history of the world, are suoh, that w^ wonder to 
find the whole subject compressed into a few verses. 
The raising of the issue on which the trial at last 
turned, the meeting of that issue, and the sentence of 
death which followed, occupy but very few words. 

This brevity ought not to diminish our interest in 
the trial. It should but concentrate our attention on 
that one issue ; that we should ascertain precisely whajfc 
it is, and free it from obscurity. To accomplish this 
important purpose, we must inquire, on the one side, 
by whom the issue is raised, in what way, and for what 
end. And, on the other side, we must ask, how that 
issue is met ? and what is the result ? On investi- 
gation it will be found, from the very nature of 
the records, that little besides this is left ua to do. 
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And to do it with advantage, we should notice the 
exact position of affairs at the time, and what were the 
circumstances by which the crisis was brought about. 
It was not the event of a moment ; it was the upshot 
of a deep-seated and prolonged hostility on the part of 
the rulers, the result of their frequent and anxious 
deliberations. 

From the beginning of our Lord's ministry the rulers 
had set themselves in opposition to Him. They had 
resented His independence of them. They had jeered 
at His eating and drinking with publicans and sinners. 
They had been provoked by the authority with which 
He spoke and acted. They had ascribed His miracles 
to the agency of the devil. His unsparing denuncia- 
tions of their own vain traditions and hypocrisy had 
cut them to the heart. The tokens to which He ap- 
pealed of His having the Divine approval had been a 
great offence to them. His averment that He was the 
Christ, notwithstanding His credentials, they had 
laboured all they could to disprove. And His avowal 
that He was the Son of God had so enraged them, that 
they had again and again attempted to stone Him. 
Their efforts had been unceasing to deprive Him of the 
popular favour ; so that they had agreed, " That if any 
man did confess that He was Christ, he should be put 
out of the Synagogue." — (John ix, 22.) And, at the 
last, when they saw His great and growing influence 
with the people, their envy and resentment reached its 
height. Then what had so long been in their thoughts, 
and so often the subject of their secret councils, ripened 
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to a settled purpose, and fixed determination to destroy 
Him. 

During this time the Saviour had gone on His way, 
doing none other than 'Hhe works of Him that sent 
Him ;" and speaking none other than the words of Hiin, 
who " gave Him a commandment what He should say, 
and what He should speak." He had wrought and 
taught in spite of them. He had confuted their cavils. 
He had answered their questions. He had sometimes 
withdrawn Himself from them. But at last He worked 
so transcendent a miracle, in raising Lazarus from the 
grave, that things were suddenly brought to a head. 
John tells us, " Then many of the Jews which came to 
Mary, and had seen the things which Jesus did, believed 
on Him. But some of them went their ways to the 
Pharisees, and told them what things Jesus had done." 
— (John xi. 45, 46.) 

This wonderful work, like the booming of a cannon 
over the city at midnight, shook the citadel of darkness 
to its foundations. And as the signal of the impending 
struggle, its effect on all sides claims our special notice. 
As to tlie rulers we read, "Then gathered the chief 
priests and the Pharisees a council, and said, What do 
we ? for this man doeth many miiucles. If we let Him 
thus alone, all men will believe on Him : and the 
Eomans will come and take away both our place and 
nation." It is added, " Then from that day forth they 
took counsel together to put Him to death." — (John xi, 
47, 48; 53.) As the consequence of this, we are told, 
"Jesus therefore walked no more o^^xiVY «xxv$i\s% S^^^ 
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Jews; but went thence into a country near to the 
wilderness, into a city called Ephraim, and there con- 
tinued with his disciples." — (John xi. 54.) Of the 
people the Evangelist goes on to say, "And the Jews' 
Passover was nigh at hand ; and many went out of the 
country up to Jerusalem before the Passover to purify 
themselves. Then sought they for Jesus, and spake 
among themselves, as they stood in the temple, What 
think ye, that he will not come to the feast ? Now 
both the chief priests and the Pharisees had given a 
commandment, that if any man knew where He were, 
he should shew it, that they might take Him.** — (John xi. 
55—57.) 

Thus the Evangelist throws a vivid light on the crisis 
which had arisen. He lets us know what was the 
crowning act of the Saviour's ministry, after which His 
enemies would not suffer Him to live. It was the 
raising of Lazarus from the dead. This miracle being 
wrought, they hold immediate council, and take their 
final resolution. Then the commandment goes forth, 
" That if any man knew where He were, he should shew 
it, that they might take Him." 

We ought perhaps to notice (what the sequel proves,) 
that by far the most important points we have glanced 
at, are the averment by the Lord that He is the Christ, 
and the avowal that He is the Son of God. I said that 
His enemies laboured to disprove the former, and that 
they met the latter with attempts to stone Him. They 
did so, because these two statements concerning Himself 
gave untold emphasis and force to all His other sayihgs 
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and doings. Whatever else He had said, or whatever 
«lse He had done, might possibly have been allowed to 
pass unheeded. Biit when He affirmed Himself to be 
the Christ, and to be the Son of God, it became impos- 
49ible te pass Him by. To use their own languagie, they 
oould not "let Him alone." 

Nor can we here overlook the difference that is ob- 
servable in their mode of dealing' with these two im- 
portant avowals. They deem it necessary to meet the 
declaration tiiat He is the Christj' with counter-evidence. 
They dispute the point They say, '*; Search and look, 
for out of Galilee ariseth no prophet" — (John viL 52.) 
To the bliiid man they say, ^ This man is not? of God, 
because he keepeth not the Sabbath day."— (John ix. 
16.) And again they say to him, " Give ^ God the 
praise : we know that this man is a sinner." — (John ix. 
24.) And they can even ask of our Lord Himself (as 
men in perplexity,) " How long dost Thou make us to 
doubt ? If Thou be the Christ; tell us plainly.^'— 
(John X. 24) Thus had they met His avermedt, that 
He is the Christ. But how did they meet the other 
avojval, that He is the :Son of God f Had they deemed 
it necessary to dispifove this ? Had they asked Him to 
tell them plainly, if He were the Son of God? Had 
they ever feared lesft the people should take Him for 
that ? Had they ever been in the least degree pre- 
pared for such a declaration? No; nothing of the 
kind. It came upon them by surprise. They accounted 
it unheard-of blasphemy. With stones in their hands, 
they had said, " For a good work we stone Thee not ; 
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but for blasphemy : and because that Thou, being a man,, 
makest Thyself God."— (John x. 33.) 

Such being the crisis that had arisen, we read, " Thea 
Jesus six days before the Passover came to Bethany,, 
where . Lazarus was, which had been dead, whom he 
raised from the dead." — (John xii. 1.) In this way does 
our Lord Himself take the initiative, and openly chal- 
lenge His enemies to do their worst. For now He 
comes forth from His retirement, and, as it were, pub- 
lishes where He is. " Much people of the Jews there- 
fore knew that He was there : and they came not for 
Jesus sake only, but that they might see Lazarus also, 
whom He had raised from the dead." — (John xii. 9.) 
This provokes the rulers to take immediate measures to 
destroy Him. And the Evangelist significantly adds,, 
that "the chief priests consulted that they might 
put Lazarus also to death ; because that by reason of 
him many of the Jews went away and believed on 
Jesus." — (John xii. 10, 11.) 

Our Lord, however, quickly renders any plots against 
Lazarus unnecessary, perhaps impossible, by concen- 
trating all their thoughts upon Himself. For the next 
day after His arrival at Bethany, He makes Hk tri- 
umphal entry into Jerusalem, when " all the city was- 
moved, saying, who is this ? " — (Matt. xxi. 10.) He then 
received a gladder and more wondrous welcome than 
ever Solomon himself had, when the earth was rent 
with the cry of them, — " God save the King." For now 
" The multitude that went before, and that followed,, 
ctied, saying, Hosanna to the Son of David : Blessed is. 
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He that cometh in the name of the Lord : Hosanna in the 
highest." — (Matt, xxi 9.) This ovation was given Him 
specially on account of His having raised up Lazarus. 
For we read : " The people therefore that was with Him, 
when He called Lazarus out of his grave, and raised 
him from the dead, bare record. For this cause also the 
people met Him : for that they heard that He had done 
this miracle." — (John xii. 17, 18.) This enthusiastic 
reception of our Lord by the people must have con- 
founded any schemes which the rulers had devised. 
For to them our Lord would seem to have thrown Him- 
self entirely upon the popular support ; and to have 
found it beyond their anticipation. St. Matthew tells 
us, "They were sore displeased." — (Matt. xxi. 15.) 
That they must have tried all means to stay the move- 
ment, we may infer from the fact, that they were driven 
to appeal to the Lord Himself to restrain it. Luke re- 
lates, that "Some of the Pharisees from among the 
multitude said unto Him, Master, rebuke Thy disciples. 
And He answered and said unto them, I tell you that, 
if these should hold their peace, the stones would imme- 
diately cry out" — (Luke xix. 39, 40.) The like remon- 
strance seems to have been repeated in the temple, and 
with the like result. — (Matt. xxi. 15, 16.) And since all 
their efforts in public avail them nothing, we read with 
deeper interest how they vented their vexation in secret. 
"The Pharisees therefore said among themselves, perceive 
ye how ye prevail nothing ? behold, the world is gone 
after Him." — (John xii. 19.) 

But leaving the investigation of their conduct duriaj?,, 
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the intervening days, we may pass on to notice the help 
that came to them from a quarter altogether unexpected. 
Judas seems to have bad knowledge of the difficulties 
they were in. And he went, "and said unto them, 
what will ye give me, and I wiUadeliver Him unto 
you ? *' — (Matt, xxvi, 15.) " And they were glad, and 
covenanted to give him money. And he promised, and 
sought opportunity to betray Him unto them, in the 
absence of the multitude."— (Luke xxii 5, 6.) This 
opportunity he soon found in the garden of Gethsemane. 
For " Judas knew the place ; for Jesus oftimes resorted 
thither with His disciples. Judas then, having received 
a band of men and officers from the chief priests and 
Phaorisees, cometh thither with lanterns and torches and 
weapons." — (John xviii. 2, 3.) 

If we needed comment on this demonstration by the 
rulers, our Lord Himself supplies our need, in His sig- 
nificant rebuke, recorded by three Evangelists, which 
He gave them for this most unseemly display. Accord- 
ing to, St. Luke, " Then said Jesus unto the chief priests, 
and captains of the temple, and the elders, which were 
come to Him, Be ye come out as against a thief with 
swords and staves ? When I was daily with you in the 
temple, ye stretched forth no hands against Me ; but this 
is your hour and the power of darkness.*' — (Luke xxii. 
52, 53.) They had come out, chief priests, captains, elders, 
and the multitude, headed by the traitor, with lanterns, 
and torches, and weapons, as against a thief (or 
'Tobber), that they might by the very mode and 
manner of His apprehension, make it appear that He 
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i«ras a dangerous person, or, to use their own word, a 
malefactor. 

The next step, as St. John tells us, is this : •* Then the 
band, and the captain and officers of the Jews, took 
Jesus and bound Him." And thus bound, " they led 
Htm away to Annas first" — (John xviiL 12, 13.) There 
is nothing to keep us before Annas ; he seems to have 
done little more than detain our Lord till Caiaphas had 
been apprised of what had happened. And then, it 
would seem, our Lord was sent by Annas to Caiaphas. 
In the house of Caiaphas, perhaps before the council 
met, the Saviour was subjected to a kind of questioning 
to which he refused to submit. We read that "the 
High Priest then asked Jesus of His disciples and of 
His doctrine. Jesus answered him, I spake openly to 
the world ; I ever taught in the synag(^e and in the 
temple, whither the Jews always resort ; and in secret 
iiave I said nothing. Why askest thou Me ? ask them 
which heard Me, what I have said unto them : behold, 
they know what I said. And when He had thus 
spoken, one of the officers which stood by struck Jesus 
with the palm of his hand, saying,. Answerest Thou 
the High Priest so ? Jesus answered liim. If I have 
spoken evil, bear witness of the evil ; but if well, why 
smitest thou Me ? "—(John xviii, 19—23.) We may 
gather from this incident, that the chief priests have 
nothing against our Lord, beyond their own intention to 
proveHim amalefactor. Caiaphaswould,therefore,employ 
the interval before the council meet, to catch something 
out of the Saviour's mouth that they might ac»c\i«»^ ^\xs!v.. 
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From this incident we also leam^ that Jesus showed 
Himself perfectly cognizant of all His rights. Was He 
brought bound by authority before the rulers as a male- 
factor ? Then it was their duty to prove Him to be 
what they so represented Him to be. They ought to 
have witnesses, to establish whatever charge they have 
against Him. It is not for Him, then and there, to 
criminate Himself. Thus the conduct of Caiaphas was 
highly reprehensible, and he was accordingly rebuked by 
the Lord for it. And from this rebuke we may gather, 
that, as He knows His rights, so He is prepared to 
maintain them. And that no overbearing on the part 
of the rulers will induce Him to forego tfhose rights, 
when He deems it proper to uphold them. Caiaphas 
had no right to question Jesus as he did ; and to such 
questioning Christ will not submit. 

I. After this, according to St. Luke, "As soon as it was 

day, the elders of the people and the chief priests and the 

. scribes came together, and led Him into their council.'* — 

(Lukcxxii. 66.) Over this council Caiaphas presides, and 

now, therefore, strictly speaking, our Lord's trial begins. 

How it was conducted let us learn from St. Mark. 
He tells us that, *' The chief priests and all the council 
sought for witness against Jesus to put Him to death ; 
and found none. For many bare false witness against 
Him, but their witness agreed not together." — (Mark xiv. 
55, 56.) It would seem that the council were defeated 
by their own too eager impetuosity ; for they had not 
^iven sufficient heed to the getting up of their evidence. 
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One only instance, by way of example, is recorded of 
their attempts to bear down Jesus by false witnesses. 
We read in St Mark, "And there arose certain, and 
bare false witness against Him, saying. We heard Him 
say, I will destroy this temple that is made with hands, 
and within three days I will buUd another made with- 
out hands* But neither so did their witness agree 
together. And the High Priest stood up in the midst^ 
and asked Jesus, sajring, Answerest thou nothing ? 
What is it which these witness against Thee ? But 
Jesus held His peace, and answered nothing." — (Mark 
xiv, 57—61.) 

This incident suggests two chief points for remark. 
The one is the nature of the charges sought to be esta- 
blished against Christ, and the other is His manner of 
dealing with those charges. 

This particular instance in itself seems to imply, that 
they desired to charge our Lord with having threatened 
to destroy the Temple ; and that, therefore. He must be 
regarded as a man dangerous to the public peace. Such 
a charge enables us to understand the meaning of the 
term, malefactor, as applied to Jesus. They use it in 
speaking to Pilate : " If He were not a malefactor, we 
would not have delivered Him up unto thee." — (John 
xviii. 30.) Evidently, both before their own bar, and 
before the Governor, the construction to be put upon 
tlua word is, not that the Saviour had done any open act 
of violence; but that He ought to be regarded as a male- 
factor, because of the dangerous tendency of His doctrine, 
and because of what He declared Himself to be. Tk^^ 
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His words (had the witnesses agreed together) might 
have been construed into a threat to destroy the Temple ; 
just as His declaring Himiself to be the Christ, was inter^ 
preted into His setting Himself up against Csesar. The 
rulers, therefore, watched His words, if peradventure 
He might say something they could wrest to this pur- 
pose. Luke records a memorable example of their 
efforts in this respect. He says, '*■ And they watched 
Him, and sent forth spies, which should feign tiiiemselves 
just men, that they might take hold of His words, that so 
they might deliver Him unto the power and authority of 
the Governor. And they asked Him, saying, Master, 
we know that Thou sayest and teachest rightly ; neither 
acceptest Thou the person of any, but teachest the way 
of God truly. Is it lawful for us to give tribute imto 
Caesar, or no ?" — (Luke xx. 20 — 22.) They were driven 
to this device, because there was absolutely nothing in 
His conduct they could lay hold of. Even His triiimphal 
entry into the city afforded them no occasion against 
Him. So lowly was He in His deportment, seated on ali 
ass, that, to have referred to this event before Pilate, would 
have been to refute themselves. No, the only chance 
which malice and craft could find against Him was, to 
lay hold of and pervert His words. This is a point 
equally manifest and instructive. 

As to the Lord's mode of dealing with th^se attempts 
to crush Him with false witnesses, He meets them with 
silence. And we should notice carefully the wisdom 
and effect of this. In the first place, the witnesses not 
having agreed together, their evidence went for nothing. 
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They had proved iDothing j and, therefore, the very best 
reply to them was silence. Nor did the urgent appeal of 
the High Priest, — " Answerest thou nothing ? What is it 
which these witness against Thee ?" require, or deserve 
any other reply than silence. He ought himself to have 
been ashamed of the whole thing. He ought himseK to 
have dismissed such evidence with indignation and 
rebuke. Whereas, on the contrary, the failure of the 
witnesses to establish the implied charge, was the cause 
of vexation to the High Priest ; and our Lord knew, that 
the only reason He was called on to reply was, that they 
might lay hold of His words. As we have learnt from 
Luke, they were bending all their efforts to this end, 
" that they might deliver Him unto the power and au- 
thority of the Governor." — (Luke xx. 20.) Their whole 
aim was to make Him out to be a malefactor. This was 
why they came upon Him like a thief, with swords and 
staves. This was why they bound Him in the garden. 
This was why He stood there before them bound. This 
was their purpose in seeking false witnesses against Him. 
And this was their object in trying to provoke Him to 
speak. " But He held His peace, and answered nothing.'' 
Thus His only reply was silence. And the wisdom of 
maintaining silence is seen in its immediate effect, — that 
it defeated all their attempts to condemn Him as a 
malefactor. Their case against Him, so far, has broken 
down. 

Here we should pause to inquire, why the rulers 
should have been so intent on this point? — why they 
should even seek for false witnesses to piov^ J^^'s.x^^ 
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to be a malefactor ? It is clear they would leave no 
mews unstrained to accomplish this. It is of great im- 
portance to notice the fact, and to see what was their 
object and end in so doing. Had not attempts been 
made before to stone Him ? And now that He was in 
their power, could they not have despatched Him out of 
hand? To answer this question, — ;never forgetting 
throughout the whole business the determinate counsel 
and overruling providence of God, — ^we must call to 
mind, what was the real point of the controversy between 
the riders and our Lord ; and to what proportions it had 
grown. The controversy between them was, whether or 
not He was the long-expected Messiah. They hated 
both Him and His doctrine too much, that they should 
accept Him. And, accordingly, they were under a 
necessity, to overthrow all the evidence He could bring 
to vindicate His title to be the Christ. 

The evidence supplied by His mighty works, and by 
His teaching, was receiving fresh accessions of strength 
day by day. As already noticed, it had of late been 
augmented to an astonishing degree by the raising of 
Lazarus from the dead. And our Lord's word was daily 
making more and more impression on the people. The 
result of this had been seen in the Saviour's late entry 
into the city. The people^ had then given their voice in 
His favour, and had openly, with unexampled enthu- 
siasm, acknowledged Him as the promised Son of David, 
the true Messiah. Thus, the struggle had outgrown the 
limits of its earlier stages. The rulers now had not only 
to contend with Jesus Himself, but with the multi- 
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tude, and, indeed, with the whole nation. For, inasmuch 
as the rulers had made no secret of their hostility, but 
had strained their power to stop the movement ; the 
people had consciously and openly acted in defiance of 
the rulers. And this circumstance could not but have 
its effect on both sides in the struggle. We have had 
occasion to notice how it operated with the rulers ; and 
we can easily understand, that, by reason of their oppo- 
sition, the demonstration on the part of the people would 
gain in intensity. As they had been long held in re- 
straint, they would now break forth with the greater 
force, as waters that have been long pent up. As they 
felt the influence of the rulers, who were doing their 
utmost even now to quench their zeal, that zeal would 
become the fiercer, as a flame that is fanned by a strong 
wind. 

All this tended to make the position of the rulers the 
more difficult, and even dangerous. Their undertaking 
to overthrow our Lord's evidence, that He was the 
Christ, might seem impracticable. And to accomplish 
this undertaking, in such a way as to convince and to 
reclaim the people, would appear doubly desperate. Yet 
nothing less than this was the settled purpose of the 
rulers. The tioie, therefore, was past, when they could 
hope to finish the business by summarily disposing of 
Christ. This had been attempted earlier. Now it 
was too late for such attempts. The only course left 
them was, by some overwhelming blow, to destroy the 
people's faith in this prophet, whose cause they had 
espoused; — ^by some apparently irresistiblek^\o^i,\Rk^wv- 
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vince them, that they had been deceived into accepting 
Him as the Messiah. If this could be done, the field,, 
which seemingly was lost, might yet be recovered, and 
all might yet go as the rulers wished. For, in that case,, 
a strong reaction would be likely to set in. The people 
would bitterly resent the delusion they had been sub- 
jected to, and they wo^ld probably manifest a strong 
revulsion against the man who had so deceived them. 
In that case they might be expected to show a keener 
zeal in their hatred of Him, than in their former aflPection 
for Him. For their resentment towards Him would be 
heightened, by the very fact that they had before favoured 
Him ; and would be rendered the fiercer by their conse- 
quent disappointment and vexation. 

This review of the struggle explains the efforts made 
by the rulers to prove Jesus a malefactor. And we 
can easily see, why they should attempt to accomplish 
this under cover of legal proceedings. There was a 
necessity that they should seemingly have right on 
their side ; without this, their plot could not succeed- 
Without the appearance of righteous dealing, they would 
but involve themselves in greater difficulties than ever. 
But if they acted under the strict forms of law, then 
they might hope thoroughly to damage the cause of 
Christ, while they upheld their own position as 
vigilant and faithful magistrates. Then would their 
moral victory over Christ be complete, while they put 
Him to the greater shame, and openly exposed the folly 
of the people* in their late espousal of His cause. 

Nor would the triumphant effect of making Jesus 
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a. malefactor by legal procedure end here. It would, 
beyond and above all, enable them to deliver Him to 
the Governor. We have seen that this was part of their 
device. It was a main part, for if they could accom- 
plish this, their victory would be enhanced beyond 
description. Then our Lord would be crucified, and 
His suffering and ignominy be increased a hundred- 
fold ; and so their malice would be the more gratified. 
Then His cause would receive so damaging a blow, that 
His influence (humanly speaking) could not possibly 
survive it. And then the real motives which actuated 
the rulers would be hid in deeper obscurity : while they 
themselves would be shielded behind the Eoman power, 
should after-trouble arise, with any infatuated adherents 
of this degraded and crucified Messiah. 

Very much, therefore, would have been accomplished, 
had the rulers succeeded in their purpose to prove Jesus 
a malefactor. Chiefly, this would have accomplished two 
things : — it would have operated to convince the people, 
that Jesus was not the Messiah, so as to induce them 
to side against Him with the rulers: — and it would 
have enabled the rulers to deliver Him to Pilate to be 
crucified. And while we bear these things in mind, let 
us not forget, that the one object in view, in the attempt 
to prove Him a malefactor, was effectually to rid them- 
selves of Him as the Christ 

But in this their purpose they had failed, and by this 
failure they had suffered a great disaster. Their 
discomfiture finds vent in those words of the High 
Priest, — " Answerest Thou nothing ? What is it ^^Vjcl^ 
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these witness against Thee?" Thus do they abandon 
their purpose to prove our Lord a malefactor, with bitter 
resentment. And not without reason, for in spite of 
them the Saviour's innocence has prevailed. He stands 
there bound in the midst: but though He has not 
spoken, and though He speaks not, yet is He entitled 
to more than an acquittal. The scene will bear contem- 
plation : what does it import ? 

There is no need to dwell on the rulers' resentment. 
Their malice must gather intensity, as they reel under 
the rebound of their own most deadly blow : for they are 
conscious how they have damaged their cause, whether 
they think of their prisoner, or of the people. As to 
Jesus, instead of having proved Him a malefiictor, they 
have established His innocence. Had He before said 
unto them — " Fill ye up, therefore, the measure of your 
&thers ; ye serpents, ye generation of vipers, how can 
ye escape the damnation of hell ? " (Matt, xxiii 32, 33.) 
With what face can they meet Him now ? Yet meet 
Him they must, if they let Him go : for, with a courage 
beyond Elijah's, He confronts them daily in the Temple, 
and will confront them stilL And, as regards the 
people, what have the rulers done to shake their faith 
in this prophet of Nazareth ? They have done nothing ; 
rather they have done everything to estabUsh the 
people's belief in Him. The rulers had taken Jesus 
with torches and weapons, and had charged Him with 
being a malefactor, to the end they might brand Him 
for ever as one accursed. But now He will go forth 
from this ordeal, an object of wonder greater than the 



BEFORE CAIAPHAS. 19 

three Hebrew youths, who came forth from the burning 
fiery furnace ; or than Daniel from the den of lions. 
If the world had already gone after Him, they will now 
receive Him back with tenfold enthusiasm. What, 
then, must the rulers expect ? If they had feared lest 
the multitude should stone them, now they will fear to 
be torn to pieces. 

By what device, then, can they yet prevail against 
Christ ? By what process can they not only condemn 
Him to death, but also persuade the people to approve, 
if not to applaud the sentence ? If the undertaking 
was hard when they raised the former issue, much more 
is it difficult now ; for there is only one course open to 
them. They must, now that the charge of malefaction 
has failed them, proceed in the direction of some doc- 
trinal offence. And this offence must be proved according 
to legal process ; and it must be of so glaring and grave 
a nature, (even as malefaction would have been,) that the 
people may be perfectly satisfied, and so won over to 
the side of the rulers. In short, the blood-gidltiness 
they would now find in Him must be such as to demon- 
strate, as clearly as if He had been proved to be a 
malefactor, that He is not the Christ. And what is the 
great doctrinal offence that wUl answer this purpose ? 
It can only be blasphemy. If they can but prove Him 
a blasphemer, though they have failed to prove Him a 
malefactor, this may answer their purpose. But the 
expedient is full of difficulties, and in some respects 
not a little damagiog and humiliating to them. 
But what other course is open to them ? There \a 
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no time for deliberation, the business demands des- 
patch. 

If we try to estimate the position of the rulers at this 
juncture, we shall see that I have truly said, there is 
something humiliating to them, in that they are driven 
to this device. It is a proclamation of the failure they * 
have just made. Jesus is now before them bound as a 
malefactor, yet must they publish their own abandon- 
ment of their charges against Him, for after all they 
have to proceed against Him as a blasphemer. 

And if they condemn Him for blasphemy, this will 
also proclaim that they hate Him only on account of 
His doctrine ! And thereby they will the more expose 
themselves. For in that they have demonstrated His 
innocence, they have proved Him worthy of belief 
In that He appears faultless, in spite of false witnesses, 
the evidence that He is the Christ, from whatever 
quarter, — from the writings of the' prophets, from the 
witness of His great forerunner, from the testimony of 
His own word and His own most mighty works, — ^bears 
down upon them with irresistible force, and thus their 
opposition to Him is shown to be inexcusable. And 
in that their witnesses have failed them, where they 
looked for certain success ; they are not prepared 
with witnesses to prove the charge of blasphemy 
they now raise. This circumstance is mortifjdng 
enough. 

And how does it operate ? It makes them wholly 
dependent on their abhorred and despised prisoner, 
whether or not they can escape from their perilous 



BEFORE CAIAPHAS. 21 

position. Their appeal must now be direct to Him. 
They cannot now seek after other false witnesses, to aid 
them on the momentous issue to be raised. They cannot 
now give sentence on such testimony. They must take 
the pure word of truth straight from the crystal fount 
itself. They must now reject the Lord on His own evi- 
dence. For this man, who declares Himself to be the 
Christ, — whom they have attempted in vain to destroy 
by false witnesses, — will be the only witness to be heard. 
Thus a prominence will be given to His evidence, whose 
mouth they had tried to shut for ever. And this result, 
so utterly abhorrent to them, is another fruit of that 
silence, which He had maintained on every false charge : 
for now they will supply Sim with an opportimity more 
solemn than any He has yet had, or could have, of 
declg^ng by His own mouth, befoi'e the whole nation 
and before the world. Who and What He is. 

Some of these considerations might not trouble the 
rulers much, yet must they have chafed under so sore a 
defeat. Besides, in falling back on the charge of 
blasphemy, even if they succeed, it will afford them no 
ground to take our Lord before the Roman Governor. 
Only one ray of light illumines their darkness. To 
condemn our Lord for blasphemy will, in all probability, 
more effectually prevail with their own people to over- 
throw their faith in this renowned Prophet, and to 
exasperate their minds against Him, than if the 
rulers had condemned Him as a malefactor. The 
people have a greater horror of blasphemy than of any 
other offence, and they might, under a condemiv^XAarcLl^'t 
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that oflFence, the more surely be counted on to aisk for a 
Barabbas instead of Jesus. These considerations hdp 
us to understand the crisis which had arisen, that the 
rulers shoidd determine to go forward with the chai*ge 
of blasphemy. For though in raising this issue, they are 
left without a plea for taking Christ before Pilate: 
yet may they find therein countervailing advantages 
with their own people. They will, therefore, if possible, 
first condemn Him on this new issue, and then deliberate 
how they may deal with the Governor. 

And now they have to face this difficulty, — ^that if the 
Lord must be condemned out of His own mouth, then, 
should He still maintain silence, they will be baffled 
altogether. This might seem to be something insuper* 
able, for our Lord had maintained a wonderful silence 
all along. When first He was brought to Caiaphas, 
before the council had assembled, He had declined to 
be questioned about His disciples or His doctrine. He 
had even rebuked the High Priest, after no common sort^ 
for presuming to interrogate Him. He had emphatically 
told the High Priest, that he might find his own 
evidence on such matters. Jesus had answered him, 
"I spake openly to the world; I ever taught in 
the synagogue and in the temple, whither the Jews 
always resort ; and in secret have I said nothing. Why 
askest thou Me ? Ask them which heard Me, what I 
have said unto them : behold, they know what I said." — 
(John xviii. 19 — ^21). And what reason have they to 
think He will submit to be questioned now ? Is He 
not reaping the fruits of His silence, in their confusion, 
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and in His own acquittal ? and will He not know their 
only ptirpose in making their appeal ? 

They must be deeply conscious that they can have no 
ground whatever to go upon, and that their own proceed- 
ings have shut the door against them ; except for this, 
tiiat they may make their appeal in the Kame of God. 
They know the charad^er of Him, whom they seek 
to destroy, too well, to suppose that, whatever may be 
the case, and whatever may be the consequences, He 
will refuse to respond, when invoked in that Kame. 
Therefore, after the High Priest has stood up in the 
midst and demanded, *' What is it which these witness 
against Thee ? But Jesus held His peace, and answered 
nothing:" — ^weread, "The High Priest said unto Him, 
I adjure Thee by the living God, that Thou tell us 
whether Thou be the Christ, the Son of God, Jesus 
saith unto him. Thou hast said." — (Matt. xxvi. 63, 64) 
St. Mark records it thus, "Art Thou the Christ, the 
Son of the Blessed ? And Jesus said, I am." — ^(Mark xiv. 
61, 62.) Before we inquire into the meaning of this ad- 
juration, and of the reply which it caUed ibrth, the whole 
passage had better be cited. Mark tells us tiiat our 
Lord added to the words, " I am," the following declara- 
tion : — " And ye shall see the Son of Man sittii^ on the 
right hand of power, and coming in the clouds of 
Heaven. Then the High Priest rent his .Rothes and 
aaith, What need we any further witnesses ? Ye hove 
heard the blasphemy : what think ye ? And they all 
condemned Him to be guilty of death.*' — ^(Mark xiv. 
fi2, 63.) 
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II. Here we enter upon an entirely new phase of 
the triaL And it affords ns a strong contrast 
to aU that has gone before. Previously, vagueness- 
characterized every charge of guilt, and every charge 
imputed malefaction. Previously, false witnesses were 
sought, and foimd, and examined ; and they broke down 
of themselves, and the false charges went with theuL 
Previously, the rulers demanded of our Lord, that He 
should make a defence, when none was needed. Pre- 
viously, our Lord maintained an imbroken silence : to 
the last He treated the proceedings as they deserved. 
" He said nothing " to the charges, to the false witnesses, 
to the rulers. And what was the result ? acquittal to 
Him, dismay to them ; because no condemnation could 
be pronounced against Him. But in a moment all is 
changed. And now we have no vagueness, no charge of 
malefaction, no false witnesses, no breaking down, no 
call for the defence, no silence on the part of our Lord,, 
no disappointment on the part of the rulers. The 
triumph, seemingly, is now theirs, and His is the 
sentence of blood-guiltiness. For, instead of vagueness^ 
there is terrible precision; instead of malefaction,, 
blasphemy ; instead of false witnesses, the Lord Him- 
self; instead of silence on His part, readiness to speak,, 
and instant avowal ; instead of provoking Him to make 
His defence, not a moment allowed Him; instead of 
dismay on their part, boundless exultation ; instead of 
fruitless efforts after blood-guiltiness, condemnation,, 
unanimous, swift, and terrible ; instead of acquittal 
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to our Lord, not only the dread sentence of death, but 
the endurance of every outrage, contumely, and wrong. 
Yet is the whole scene recorded in few words. The 
High Priest rises in the midst, while the whole Court is 
hushed to its remotest comer, and with an appalling 
solemnity he says, " I adjure Thee in the name of the 
living God, that Thou tell us whether Thou be the 
Christ, the Son of God ! " Whereupon Jesus, — while 
every eye is riveted upon Him, and every man holds his 
breath, and every man's heart is for the moment still, — 
firmly, distinctly, instantly replies, " I am." And the 
effect of this affirmation is as instant and as decisive. 
The terribly imanimous voice of them all is, that He is 
guilty of death. Ought I to do less than ask the reader, 
to give this scene his devoutest, intensest study ? Let 
me ask it, because of the deep solemnity of the High 
Priest. Let me ask it, for the sake of the prompt and 
awful answer of the Lord Jesus. Let me ask it, on 
account of the imanimous sentence of the council. Let 
me ask it, in behalf of the consequent suffering and 
crucifixion of the Lord of Glory. And if any man refuse 
my request, then, in the Name of God I affirm, that 
these things one and all, as with a voice of thunder out 
of Heaven, demand what is so refused. May that voice 
at least be heard ! And inasmuch as there never was 
an occasion of greater need for the injunction, " put off 
thy shoes from off thy feet, for the place whereon thou 
standest is holy ground," may the spirit in which that 
injunction should be obeyed, be with every one who 
weighs things of such eternal moment. 
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We have seen, that the sentence of the counoil was 
unanimous ; we have seen, that the rulers found occasion 
in this for loud exultation. This proves that they had 
at last succeeded in their purpose, — ^that liiey had 
obtained the object of their intense desire. No one 
among them disputes this. Not a word, not a finger is 
uplifted against the sentence pronounced. There is 
none to question the reality of their triumph. We 
cannot, therefore, but acknowledge, that they have 
secured what they wanted. And we know what that 
was, — ^that they might prove our Lord guilty of so great 
a sin, that in His conviction, sentence and execution, 
they might destroy all the evidence He could produce, 
that He was the Christ. It was, that His guilt should 
be so flagrant, and His sentence, seemingly, so righteous, 
that the people would be convinced of their error, in 
having declared in His favour, and that the multitude 
might be won over, to join with the rulers in putting 
Him to death. And, by the triumphant rejoicing of 
the council, we are certified, that they are confident of 
success ; and, from what we know happened afterwards, 
we are aware, that the rulers were not out in their 
reckomng. 

We therefore ask, in what the blasphemy of Christ 
consisted (according to their view,) that they shouh^ «o 
conden;Ln Him, and that they should so confidently and 
successfully triumph over Him ? It must have been 
something very clear and convincing, something self- 
evident, something that needed no argument, and which 
might be told in a word, — ^that it should produce such 
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marvellous effecffcs. "Whatever it was, beyond dispute, it 
<joinmanded unanimity, and called forth exultation in 
the council. Whatever it was, it answered all their wish, 
^nd we may well think, it eflfected more than they could 
have anticipated with the people. Then what had 
Jesus said before the council, which called down upon 
Him such condemnation ? 

I ask this question, because, evidently, there is nothing 
on which they could have condemned the Savioxir, 
•except in what He had said. We have their own 
statement to this effect. They declare, " He hath 
spoken blasphemy." The High Priest says, "Behold, 
now ye have heard the blasphemy." And again they 
say, "We ourselves have heard Him of His own 
mouth." The blasphemy, therefore, for which the 
rulers unanimously condemn Him, must be found 
in the words, to which He then and there gave 
trtterance. Now, His words are these: "Jesus said 
unto him, thou hast said : nevertheless I say unto you, 
hereafter shall ye see the Son of Man sitting on the 
T^ht hand of power, and coming in the clouds of heaven." 
— (Matt. xxvi. 64.) These words are our Lord's anijwer 
to the adjuration of the High Priest. And they may 
be viewed, both as they give an afBrmative reply to the 
High Priest's demand, and as they add a solemn confiiv 
m'fttion to that reply. The reply consists in the words, 
•^ Thou hast said ;" or, according to St. Mark, " I am.*^ 
And the coclfirmation is added, in that He decteres. He 
should be seen sealed at God's right hand. Obviously, 
our Lord's words, — "Thou hast said," " I ^tcl" — ^x^^ ^1 



28 THE TRIAL OF JESUS CHRIST 

themselves a complete answer to the High Priest's ad- 
juration. Had Jesns said no more, the rulers would 
have obtained from Him all they desired. The adjura- 
tion was designed to draw from Him the affirmation,, 
that He was the Christ, the Son of God. The rulers 
could not have so much as imagined, that He would add 
those words of confirmation, which were evidently 
spoken out of His own abounding zeaL Doubtless 
their condemnation would equally have been pronounced 
against Him, if those words of confirmation had not 
been added. This view of the matter will appear more 
clearly as we pursue our inquiries. Here I will only 
remark, that the rulers themselves sufliciently vin- 
dicate us herein, when they expressly tell Pilate, the 
Saviour ought to die, " Because He made Himself the 
Son of God." And, again, they taunt, our Lord on the 
cross, " He trusted in God : let Him deliver Him now,, 
if He will have Him : for He said, I am the Son of 
God.'* From these statements of the Jews it is clear^ 
that, when they condemn Him for blasphemy, they do 
so because of His declaration, that He is the Son 
of God. 

It follows, that, if we would discover wherein the 
blasphemy of this consisted, we must of necessity 
revert to the words of the High Priest's adjuration. 
For if, according to their own showing, the reason 
they condemned Jesus to death was, because He 
made Himself the Son of God : — seeing that He did 
this, so as to incur their condemnation simply by 
saying, " I am," in reply to the adjuration of the High 
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Priest ; — ^we cannot ascertain what was the blasphemy 
they saw in this reply, unless we can form a clear appre- 
hension of the meaning of the words of the adjuration 
itself. For, manifestly, this new issue of blasphemy is 
raised by the High Priest in that adjuration. He intro- 
duces the subject. Our Lord has not as yet spoken 
one word before the council, though vehemently urged 
thereto. He is maintaining an unbroken silence, when, 
on a sudden, He is abruptly adjured by the High 
Priest, who thereby raises this new issue. That such 
is the actual fact, cannot be denied ; and its importance 
ought not to be overlooked. In investigating the point 
before us, we should carefully note, both what it is not, 
and what it is. It is not as if Christ had made a 
long address before the council, and had used language, 
which His enemies had either misunderstood or mis- 
represented ; and in which they had seen, or pretended 
to see, a blasphemous meaning. In that case, we 
should have had to ascertain, first, what was His real 
meaning ; and, then, how His meaning had been per- 
verted. We may find an illustration of this, in our 
Lord's declaration that He is the Christ. This is mis- 
represented to Pilate, as if Jesus had set Himself 
up against Caesar. Here the Saviour's meaning is one 
thing, and their meaning is clearly another. But in the 
matter in hand, we have not first to inquire, what is our 
Lord's meaning? and then what is their perversion of it ? 
The proceeding is altogether different. For we have, 
first, to ask what is their meaning ? and, then, how does 
the Lord deal with their own words ? And, evidently^ 
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in this case, there is no room for perversion, unless we 
are prepared to ascribe such a thing to oux Lord Him- 
self. 

All, therefore, depends on what the High Priest him- 
self means by his own words. For he introduces the 
subject, and he chooses his own time, his own way, and 
his own words, in doing so. If, then, we can ascertain 
his meamng in those words, then all doubt on the 
matter is at an end. For we cannot suppose, that our 
liOrd would entertain the thought of perverting the 
words of adjuration. And we know, moreover, what He 
actually did do. He neither altered the words them- 
selves, nor ascribed any other meaning to them, than 
that which they had in the mouth of the High Priest. 
But with a promptness the more startling because of 
His former silence, and with a distinctness which defies 
cavil, and with a plainness which the meanest capacity 
can understand. He adopts the very words, and with 
them the very meaning of the High Priest. To the 
adjuration, — " Tell us whether Thou be the Christ, the 
Son of God,'* — He says, " I am." Therefore, I repeat, if 
we can place beyond doubt the meaning of the High 
Priest, in the words of adjuration, we have thereby also 
placed beyond doubt the meamng of our Lord in His 
answer. I consider this the most important point of 
all in the trial. For no man can dispute, that when 
Christ, in His answer to the adjuration, on His part 
accepts both the words, and the meaning of the High 
Priest in those words, we, on our part, are bound 
by an invincible necessity to accept the same meaning. 
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III. Now, what are the materials, from which that 
meaning may be gathered ? We must e:^amine the words 
of adjuration, noting the manner and purpose of the High 
Priest in putting it. And we must weigh the answer 
our Lord madie to it, and what followed thereupon. 

!Ebe High Priest's demand, then, is not general, but 
precise and definite. It may remind us of the questions 
put to John the Baptist, when they desired to know 
who and what he was. They began with what 
they themselves understood him to be, — the Christ, 
or Elias, or that prophet. And only when he 
repudiated these definite questions, did they ask him, 
generally to explain himself, — ^**Who art thou?" So 
with our Lord before the council. They begin with 
what they understand He declares Himself to be. 
And they have, in His case, neither need nor wish to 
go further. Eather, their object is to fasten Him down,. 
and compel Him to answer their own precise and 
definite demand. 

We cannot imagine, that either Caiaphas or the rulers 
of the great council of the nation needed, that either 
of the titles they put forward, — "the Christ,*' or "the 
Son of God," — should be explained to them. We cannot 
suppose, that they desired our Lord to explain the title^ 
" the Christ." And this being so, we are helped to the 
OMiclusion, that they were equally clear in their under- 
standing of the other title, " the Son of God," or " the 
Son of the Blessed." For they make no difference in 
their mode of treating the one term, from their mode of 
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treating the other. They deal with both titles alike. 
They could not ask, explain to us the term, "the 
Christ ;" and they do not ask, explain the t^rm, " the 
Son of the Blessed." Their question is, "Tell us 
whether Thou be the Christ?" And, in like manner, 
their question is, "Tell us whether' Thou be the Son of 
the Blessed ?" And with this understanding of their 
demand, our Lord's reply agrees. For, certainly, He oflfers 
them no explanation of either term, but* simply says, 
"I am." And with that reply they are abundantly 
content. It is the very thing they desire. Thus we 
are assured that Caiaphas, in adjuring our Lord, had a 
precise and definite meaning of his own, in the words 
he used. And our present inquiry is, what is that 
definite meaning ? 

To help us in our search after a clear and satisfactory 
answer to this important question, we may divide the 
subject into two parts. The first is this, — that a distinc- 
tion is to be drawn between the two titles included in 
the words of adjuration ; that is to say, between the 
title, " the Christ," and the title, " the Son of God." 
Under this head of our inquiry, proof will be adduced, 
that the blasphemy, for which Jesus was condemned, 
had no reference whatever to His declaration, that He 
is the Christ, but only and solely to His declaration, 
that He is the Son of God. The second part of the 
subject is this, — ^thatthe High Priest's meaning, in using 
the title, " the Son of God," is to be found in its proper 
signification, which is the highest sense of which the 
term is capable : and that, consequently, what they ad- 
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judged to be blasphemy in our Lord's reply, was nothing 
short of this, that He affirmed His own proper Divinity, 
— that He declared Himself to be equal with God, and 
to be God. 

1. First, then, as to the distinction to be drawn be- 
tween the two titles named by the High Priest in his 
adjuration, and, therefore, included in our Lord s answer 
to that adjuration, — ^that is to say, " the Christ," and " the 
Son of God." 

These two titles, thus combined together, have been 
accounted to mean the same thing. Some have con- 
tended that they do but raise one question, and one 
issue ; and not two distinct and separate issues. And, 
manifestly, whether the issue be single or twofold, is all 
important. Misunderstanding on this point must throw 
every thing into confusion and obscurity ; namely, 
whether the error be in taking the two titles to mean 
the same thing, when they have distinct meanings ; or 
in taking them to have distinct meanings, when their 
import is identical 

That they should have been understood to signify the 
same thing, need not surprise us ; for on several occa- 
sions they come together. Nathaniel uses them together, 
when he says, " Eabbi, Thou art the Son of God, Thou 
art the king of Israel." For we may regard 'the title, 
" the king of Israel," as equivalent to the title, " the 
Christ." Peter, in making his celebrated confession of 
faith, says, "Thou art the Christ, the Son of the 
Blessed." In like manner the adjuration of the Hi^h 
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Priest runs : " Art Thou the Christ, the Son of the 
Blessed?" 

Besides, as these two names, or titles, do certainly 
belong to the same person, — the Lord Jesus, — so do we 
at once discern who is meant, whether we call our 
Saviour, " the Christ," or the Son of God." This has 
tended, perhaps, to the use of the names interchange- 
ably, as though they were synonymous. But the fiict 
that the two titles go together, and that they belong to 
one person, does not warrant the inference drawn from 
it. It does not afford us a proof that to be the Christ 
is the same thing as to be the Son of God ; even though 
some have taken for granted that such is the case. For 
if on investigation the titles are found to be distinct, 
their being used together, when given to the same per- 
son, so far from being inconsistent with this distinctness, 
will be found strongly to imply such distinctness. As 
when Nathaniel used the words just quoted, '* Babbi, 
Thou art the Son of God," which is one thing ; — ^''^Thou 
art the king of Israel," which must surely be something 
else. 

What, then, is the import of these titles in them- 
selves ? They refer to things which ought not to be 
confounded together. The title, " the Christ," imports 
the Saviour's oflBce, or rather oflBlces, as prophet, priest, 
and king^ It means " the anointed," — the anointed to 
these offices. The title, " the Son of God," though it 
might well carry all offices with it, refers to the Saviour's 
nature ; just as the term, " the Son of man," refers to 
the Saviour's manhood, and therefore to His human 
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nature. And just as there was a time when He was 
the Son of man, and had not yet (as at His baptism) 
received the anointing ; so was there a time when He 
was the Son of God, and was waiting to become " the 
Christ." This truth is distinctly brought out in the first 
chapter of the Epistle to the Hebrews. There the writer 
first establishes our Lord's title to be the Son of God, 
which sets Him in nature above the angels ; — as there 
expressed, " being made so much better than the angels, 
as He hath by inheritance obtained a more excellent 
name than they." Afterwards the writer proceeds to 
explain the ofl&ces which are entrusted to this same 
Son of God, " Thou hast loved righteousness, and hated 
inif|uity ; therefore God, even Thy God, hath anointed 
Thee with the oil of gladness above Thy fellows." 

The same distinction appears in the parable, when 
the lord of the vineyard sends messengers, till at 
last he says, " I will send unto them my son ;" — ^the 
«onship clearly is one thing, the sending — ^the Messiah- 
ship — ^is as clearly another. And what is more, the dis- 
tinction is expressly recognized by the husbandmen, and 
forms an avowed ground of action on their part. For 
when they see the son, they say among themselves, 
''^ This is the heir," — they could not have said this of any 
other messenger : — " come, let us kill him, and let us 
seize on his inheritance." — (Matt. xxi. 38.) 

And this distinction between the title, " the Christ," 
and the title, " the Son of God," is accordingly found in 
the trial before the council. No doubt, in two Gospels 
(Matthew and Mark) the adjuration of th^ Hi^ "Stv^^ 
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places these two titles together. This fact of itself does 
not do away tliis distinction. Rather this fact implies 
there is such a distinction. Else why need the High 
Priest to include both ? The rulers knew, that the 
Lord took to Himself both titles. And if we assume- 
for a moment, that they aimed at condemning Him for 
blasphemy, on His declaring Himself the Son of God ;: 
there would be no reason against their drawing from 
Him, by the same adjuration, that He also affirmed 
Himself to be the Christ. For the truth of the matter 
is, they knew perfectly well, that He declared Himself 
to be the one, as well as the other. Their only doubt 
was, whether He would commit Himself unto them. 
Then why should they not adjure Him as to both at 
once ? To do so could in nowise hinder, it might help 
forward their purpose. 

The Gospel narratives evidently give but the briefest 
summary of the proceedings. And we may gather from 
the records, that the demand made in the words of the 
High Priest's adjuration in a particular form, was re- 
peated in divers forms by those around our Lord, before 
the awful business was concluded. St. Luke relates, 
" And as soon as it was day, the elders of the people 
and the chief priests, and the scribes came together, 
and led Him into their council, saying, Art Thou the 
Christ ? tell us." And what hereupon occurs, is not a 
little confirmatory, if it be not positive proof, of the 
distinction we are contending for. For, though, upon- 
this their demand, they get the following response, — " If 
I tell you, ye will not believe ; and if I also ask you. 
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ye will not answer me, nor let me go ;" — (which words 
plainly imply the affirmative, — to which is added) — 
" Hereafter shall ye see the Son of Man sit on the right 
hand of the power of God ;" — ^yet they do not at once 
proceed to condemn Him. No, the question has yet to 
he asked, which draws forth the one avowal, for which 
they stand ready to condemn Him. The inference, 
indeed, they cannot hut see, in the words He last 
spoke. But they want more than inference. And they 
know they shall not lack the avowal they desire. " Then 
said they all," (and that word, " all," intimates not only 
the intensity of their earnestness, but the tumult, and 
the many minds and voices that were at work ; " Then 
said they all,) Art Thou then the Son of God ? And 
He said unto them, ye say that I am. And they said, 
what need we any further witness ? for we ourselves 
have heard of His own mouth." — (Luke xxii. 66 — 71.) 
. Thus we are led to understand, that, according to 
Matthew and Mark, the High Priest first put the ques- 
tion in his own way, employing both titles, "the Christ," 
And "the Son of God." Whereupon our Lord gave 
answer, " I am," " Thou hast said." In the excitement 
which ensued, some might not catch our Lord's brief 
^mswer. These, and perhaps others, wishing to hear 
the amazing averment made again, might repeat the 
question of the High Priest, some in one form, some in 
another. In this cabal, after some had asked again, "Art 
Thou the Christ ? " in accents and with gestures of su- 
preme contempt and derision; our Lord might have 
calmly uttered the memorable declaration, that the>f 
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should henceforth see Him seated at the right hand of 
power. And, then, in order that they might force from 
Him once more, what those words imply, and what tbey 
above all things desire Him to say, they seem to have 
demanded of Him again — " Art Thou then the Son of 
God r 

But however we try to arrange the circumstances re- 
corded, this at least is certain from St. Luke's (jospel^ 
that their sentence, — "Guilty of death/* does not ts31 
upon Him for declaring Himself to be the Christ ; — even 
when He has confirmed that averment by the most 
awful annoimcement that ever came from human lips. 
But that they suspend their sentence, until He has- 
affirmed that He is the Son of God. 

Let us now see, that this distinction between the two- 
titles, and their mode of dealing with those titles at 
their own bar, are in accordance with what transpires 
afterwards at the bar of PUate. For then the tim& 
came for them to make the most of the declaration * 
that He is the Christ. Their purpose, as the record 
shows, was not even to mention to Pilate, that our Lord 
declared Himself to be the Son of God. Manifestly,, 
therefore, their policy was, to make the most of the fact^ 
that He assumed to Himself the title to be the Clirist. 
And did they not imscrupulously make the most of it, 
as far as they themselves deemed it possible ? For they 
wrested our Lord's use of this title» into a setting of 
Himself up as king in opposition to Caesar ; when they 
knew, that in truth they hated Him, precisely because 
He would not do this very thing. 
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Yet, though they hesitated not to pervert our Lord's 
declaration that He is the Christ; and though they 
well knew, that this was the title likely to arouse 
Koman jealousies; though it was the title by which 
they hoped to prevail, and by which, in the end, they 
did prevail ; yet the thought never so much as occurred 
to them, to tell Pilate, — We ourselves have condemned 
Him on the charge, that He made Himself the Christ. 
There is an utter want of anything in their proceedings, 
which would enable us to suppose, they could have 
said, — " We have a law, and by our law He ought to die, 
because He made Himself the Christ." Obviously, to 
have said this, would have greatly helped them with 
Pilate. Yet, so far were they from saying this, that 
the very utmost they could bring themselves to assert 
was: — "We found this feUow perverting the nation, 
forbidding to give tribute to Caesar, saying that He 
Himself is Christ a King." — (Luke xxiii. 2.) Can any 
assertion be more vague than this ? They " found Him" 
— (when, and where, and under what circumstances ?) 
^'perverting the nation, saying that He Himself is Christ 
a King ; " or rather, for so the passage bears rendering, — 
" sa3dng that He Himself is anointed King." No in- 
genuity can make this assertion apply to their own 
adjuration of Him, and their own condemnation of Him. 

Yet, in that adjuration of Him both titles were 
included. The words are, " that Thou tell us, whether 
Thou be the Christ, the Son of God." And upon His 
reply, " I am," they unanimously condemn Him to be 
guilty of death. Who, then, are the best interpreters of 
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their own sentence ? are not they themselves ? And 
what is, in fact, their own interpretation of it ? that 
they have condemned our Lord, because He declared 
Himself to be the Christ ? certainly not. That, because 
the two titles named are identical, in condemning Him 
on the one, they have in effect condenmed Him on the 
other ? again, most assuredly not. But only because 
He affirmed Himself to be the Son of God. The 
pressure upon them was great, to tell Pilate, they had 
condemned our Lord for making Himself the Christ. 
But there is no hint, no word to indicate, that the 
thought so much as occurred to them, that they had 
done such a thing. Why ? because they themselves 
never understood their own sentence in that light 
Else, when, of all things, to'have told Pilate, that they 
had at their own bar condemned our Lord for declaring 
Himself to be the Christ, would most materially have 
helped their cause ; they most assuredly would have 
said so. Who can fail to see, the only, and the irresis- 
tible inference to be drawn from their -total silence on 
this head ? For nothing can be plainer, than that the 
whole business (in which they were inexpressibly 
urgent) was suspended on this one issue before Pilate, — 
that our Lord had declared Himself to be the Christ ; 
and that their contention was, that Pilate must give 
sentence against Him on this account. Yet neither at 
the first mention of this charge before Pilate, nor after- 
wards, when Pilate repeatedly said, " I find in Him no 
fault touching those things whereof ye accuse Him ; " 
no, nor even at the last did they venture to assert in 



BEFORE CAIAPHAS. 41 

any way, by word or deed, that they themselves had 
already pronounced condemnation on Him for making 
that claim. And this, though the adjuration had in- 
cluded both titles, and though the Lord's answer had 
covered both titles, and though their own sentence 
seemingly (i. e, in word) had also covered both. 

Taking, then, the inference from this as warranted 
that, by their own interpretation of their own sentence 
it did not condemn our Lord for declaring Himself to 
be the Christ, — (which inference is the more confirmed 
by the confession subsequently wrung from them, — "We 
ihave a law, and by our law He ought to die, because 
He made Himself the Son of God ; ") — we may view 
their conduct, and the inference we have drawn from it, 
in another way. 

What they condemned our Lord for was blasphemy 
It was blasphemy spoken in their hearing, then and 
there,— " Behold, ye have heard the blasphemy, what 
think ye ? " They do not say, that our Lord's conduct 
was blasphemous. As if, for instance, his previous 
conduct had been that of so vile a malefactor, — so 
notorious an evil-doer, that to claim to be the Christ, 
might savour of such boldness in iniquity, and seem so 
insulting to the Divine purity, that it amounted in 
effect to blasphemy. No such constructive blasphemy 
is the offence for which they condemn Him ; but 
for the very words to which He gave utterance, 
when He said, — " I am." Then, if their sentence 
^id condemn Him for blasphemy, because He thereby 
made Himself the Christ ; — we have to inquire, what is 
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there in their law, which made it blasphemou3, for our 
Lord to have affirmed this of Himself? There is 
nothing ; that is, in the assertion taken by itself And 
this is the point, — ^what is there, is in the affirmation, 
" I am the Christ," which they could pronounce blas- 
phemous? nothing. If there were; then, it may be 
asked, what but that which is blasphemous, did the 
rulers themselves meditate, when they sent priest and 
Levites from Jerusalem, to inquire of John, whether he 
were the Christ ? And what must we say of the 
people themselves, who "were in expectation," when 
"all men mused in their hearts of John, whether he 
were the Christ or not." — (Luke iii. 15.) 

It would, therefore, be the veriest trifling to say, 
that in the bare assertion, " I am the Christ," there was 
auything blasphemous. Why, much as the rulers hated 
the Lord Jesus, the most they threatened was, — (not, 
" that if any man did confess he was the Christ," he 
should be stoned as a blasphemer, but) " if any man did 
confess, that he was the Christ, he should be put out of 
the synagogue." Thus they dealt with the blind man. 
Their wrath could go no further than this, — "they cast 
him out."— (John ix. 22—34.) 

Accordingly, on those occasions, wheij. they rose 
against the Saviour to stone Him ; in no case was it, 
because He affirmed His Messiahship, but because He 
declared Himself to be the Son of God. And when 
they are remonstrated with, for this act of violence, how 
do they justify their conduct ? They say, " For a good 
work we stone Thee not, but for blasphemy; and 
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because that Thou being a man makest Thyself God." — 
(John X. 33.) And very significant is the fact, that 
in this same conversation, they had themselves de- 
manded of our Lord, " How long dost Thou make us to 
doubt? If Thou be the Christ, tell us plainly."— 
(v. 24) And what is the Lord's answer ? Is it, I told 
you, and you^ attempted to stone Me ? No such thing. 
But, "I told you, and ye believed not" — (v. 25.) 
Besides, if to affirm Himself to be the Christ were 
blasphemy; why had they occasion at any time to 
argue the question of His Messiahship, either with 
Him, or with any man ? When we take these things 
into consideration, it seems impossible to imagine, that 
these men would account our Lord a blasphemer, simply 
because He said, *' I am the Christ." 

If this argument needs further confirmation, we have 
only to ask, what was the object of the High Priest in 
condemning our Lord for blasphemy ? We have seen 
what that object was. It was to demonstrate that He 
was not the Christ. It was to demonstrate this so 
clearly, and so convincingly, that they might reclaim the 
people, who had given in their adhesion to the cause of 
the prophet of Nazareth. And we have seen,, that, in 
order to convince the people of their error in so doing,^ 
and to alienate their minds from the Lord Jesus ; the 
rulers had first of aU attempted to prove Him to be a 
malefector. Could they have proved this, even by false 
witnesses, we can easily see, that a heavy blow would 
have been struck at the people's faith in the Nazarene. 
For how could He be the Clirist, if He were a male- 
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factor ? The like argument holds, if He can be proved 
a blasphemer. But the proof must be sufficient. The 
condemnation for blasphemy must rest on plain and 
•convincing evidence. And our point now is, — ^what 
sufficient, and convincing proof would there be, that our 
Lord was a blasphemer, because He affirmed that He 
was the Christ ? — how would this demonstrate to the 
satisfaction of the people, that He was guilty of death, 
that He should say, "I am the Christ?" Why, this was 
the very conclusion, to which they themselves had come. 
Had they not been constrained, by His doctrine, and by 
His miracles, to acknowledge Him to be the Christ? Had 
they not with unprecedented fervour, with loudest Hosan- 
nahs proclaimed Him the Son of David ? And was not 
this, therefore, the very point in controversy between them 
and the rulers ; when, in spite of all the rulers could do, 
the people had so welcomed our Lord, that the whole 
city was moved ? And now are we to be told, and ex- 
pected to believe, that this same people will be con- 
vinced, that they have been deceived in our Lord ; and 
that He cannot be the Messiah ; but that He is a deceiver 
and blasphemer, for what ? because He has had the 
courage to tell the rulers that He is the Christ. Eather, 
we have a right to ask, what could be more likely, to 
establish the people in their glad and joyful conviction, 
that they have at last found their long-expected Mes- 
siah, than that our Lo:^d should before the rulers affirm 
that He is the Christ ? What would be more likely 
to add to their enthusiasm in his cause ? And, there- 
fore, what more likely to exasperate them against the 
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rulers, who could condemn our Lord for blasphemy on 
such a shallow and worthless pretext ? And if this be 
so, the rulers never coidd have dreamed of carrying the 
multitude with them, by condemning our Lord for blas- 
phemy, because He said He was the Christ. And even 
supposing they could have been demented enough to en- 
tertain the idea ; assuredly, the people never would have 
lent themselves to so transparent an imposition. Yet^ 
nothing in the whole record is clearer, than that both 
rulers and people were unanimous in their condemna- 
tion of our Lord for blasphemy. Then what is the irre- 
sistible inference ? Is it not, that the blasphemy, for 
which they condemned Him, did not consist in His 
declaring Himself to be the Christ ; but in His affir- 
mation that He is the Son of God ? And when we arrive 
at this conclusion, we can see consistency of conduct in 
the populace, whichever direction their zeal takes. For 
we are borne along by the mighty wave of their enthu- 
siasm in the Saviour's favour to the assured conviction, 
that there neither was, nor coidd be, ought of blasphemy, 
when He declared Himself to be the Christ. And by 
the recoil of that wave, in their outrageous fury that He 
should be crucified, we are as irresistibly borne along to 
the utmost certainty, that the popular mind agreed with 
the rulers in this, that our Lord was guilty of the direst 
blasphemy, in that He made Himself the Son of God. 

And this unanimous voice of rulers and people 
affords us a satisfactory solution of another thing. It 
explains why. the Lord should give so great com- 
mendation to those, who at any time confessed Him 
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to be the Son of God. He does not a]qpear to have 
been altogether satisfied with those, who acknowledged 
Him to be the Christ We read : " As He spake these 
words, many believed on Him." — (John viiL 30.) That 
is, doubtless, they believed on Him as the Messiah. 
But is our Lord's commendation of them warm and ap- 
proving? by no means. '*Then said Jesus to those 
Jews which believed on Him, if ye continue in my 
word, then are ye my disciples indeed ; and ye shall 
know the truth, and the truth shall make you free." 
Why is this cold recognition (if it be a recognition) of 
their discipleship dealt out to them ? fiecause, though 
they were willing to acknowledge Him as the Christy 
He well knew, how little they were prepared to acknow- 
ledge the truth, which alone could make them &ee. As 
he said immediately after, ^ If the Son therefore shall 
make you free, ye shall be free indeed." — (v. 36.) And 
so He proceeds to lead them to this higher truth of His 
Divine Sonship, till at last these very men, because they 
cannot hear His words, *'take up stones to cast at 
Him." What is this, but the rehearsal of what hap- 
pened, when the multitude one day cry, " Hosannah : 
blessed is He that cometh in the name of the Lord \' 
and the next day are furious that He should be crucified ? 
How could He possibly commend such faith as this ? 
He weighed it in a true balance, when He said "to 
those Jews which believed on Him, if ye continue in 
my word, then are ye my disciples indeed.'' 

On the other hand, how strong was His commendation, 
of those who acknowledged Him to be the Son of God. 
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It was the highest possible praise, which He bestowed 
on John the Baptist, who had said, " I saw, and bare 
record that this is the Son of God/' It was scarcely 
less which He gave to Nathaniel, — "Thou shalt see 
greater things than these.*' It was richly spoken to 
Peter, — ^" Blessed art thou, Simon, Barjonah." It was 
ready at hand for the blind man, when Jesus said unto 
him, — " Doest thou believe on the Son of God ? He 
answered and said, Who is He, Lord, that I might 
believe on Him ? And Jesus said imto him, thou hast 
both seen Him, and it is He that talketh with thee. 
And he said, Lord, I believe. And he worshipped Him. 
And Jesus said. For judgment I am come into this 
world, that they which see not might see; and that they 
which see might be made blind." — (Johnix.35 — 39.) 

True it is, that, in the well-known language of the 
second Psalm, He was to be called, "the Son of God." 
True it is, that David had called Him, " Lord.'' True it 
is, that Isaiah had seen His glory, and written of Him,— 
^' He shall be called, Wonderful, Councillor, The mighty 
God." — (Is. ix. 6.) But a carnal, earthly minded genera- 
tion had no wish to meet their God ; and, therefore, 
when " He came unto His own. His own received Him 
not. But to as many as received Him, — even to them 
that believed on His name, — to them gave He power to 
become the sons of God." And to them, therefore, (as to 
those that were taught of God,) who as His sheep 
heard Him and followed Him, — to them He gave His 
highest commendation, and on them He pronounced 
His divinest blessing. i 
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In further confirmation of the distinction to be 
drawn between these two titles, I would refer to the 
question, which our Lord addressed to the Pharisees, — 
"What think ye of Christ? whose son is He?" — 
(Matt. xxii. 42.) Is it possible, in the face of this in- 
quiry, to affirm, that these two titles, to be the Christ, 
and to be the Son of God ; mean the same thing ? If 
so, why raise the point at all ? The Pharisees *' Say 
unto Him, the son of David.*' True; but there was a 
time when even this was not known. And inasmuch 
as God might have ordered the matter otherwise, we 
have proof, that to be the Christ, and to be the son of 
David, are not synonymous terms. In like manner, 
until God was pleased to reveal ^is purpose, that in 
sending the Christ, He would send His own Son, the 
thing could not be known, and God might have (for all 
we know) ordered it otherwise. And the same reason,, 
which shows that the two titles, the Christ, and the son 
of David, are not synonymous, shows also that these 
two terms, " the Christ,'' and " the Son of God," are not 
equivalent. And the Jews themselves are witnesses,^ 
that this is so. For while they expect the Christ of 
God, it never so much as occurs to their mind, that He 
will prove to be the Son of God. Just as there' are 
those now, who will acknowledge the Saviour to be the 
Christ, and deny that He is the Son of God. 

But, on receiving their answer, when they said unto 
Him, — "the son of David," — our Lord intimates that 
this answer is not all He wants. For He adds, — " How 
then doth David in spirit call Him Lord, saying, the Lord 
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said unto my Lord, sit thou on my right hand, till I 
make thine enemies thy footstool ? If David then call 
Him Lord how is He his son ? And no man was able 
to answer Him a word/' — (Matt. xxii. 43 — 46.) Why 
this utter confounding of them, if, according to their 
knowledge of the matter, the term, — " the Christ,'* — was 
equivalent to the term, — "the Son of God ?" Could no 
one of those astute reasoners, who were gathered 
together to put our Lord to silence, reply, — "David caUs 
Him Lord, because, being the Christ, He is also the Son 
of God V Surely, when we find them hopelessly be- 
wildered here, their ignorance is itself a sufficient refu- 
tation of the idea, that the two titles have an equivalent 
meaning. Their conduct affords the strongest proof, 
that they regarded the two titles as entirely distinct and 
separate. And it suggests, by way of anticipation, 
what they will afterwards feel and do towards Him; 
when, not by way of implication as now, but in the 
directest manner, and on the oath of the Almighty, He 
will tell them plainly that He is the Son of God. 

This subject is one, which in some way or another 
continually presents itself. But perhaps enough has 
been said for our purpose, which was to show the 
distinction that is to be drawn between the two titles. 
In accomplishing this purpose, we have seen that that 
distinction is so great, that the condemnation which 
the rulers pronounced on our Lord, because of His 
answer to the High Priest's adjuration, had no reference 
to His saying, — "I am the Christ," — but only to His 
declaration, — ^"I am the Son of God." 
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2. We now pass on to consider the second point, in 
our inquiry as to the meaning of the High Priest's 
adjuration. It is this,- — In what sense he employs the 
title, — "the Son of God." We have seen, that, in making 
use of the two titles, — " the Christ," and *' the Son of 
God," — the High Priest had a precise and definite 
meaning. His meaning was so definite, that he used 
them with a set purpose, and needed not either to give, 
or to ask for an explanation of the one title, or the 
other. And now, therefore, that it has been shown that 
the sentence of condemnation was not passed upon our 
Lord, for declaring that He is the Christ, but only because 
He afiirmed Himself to be the Son of God; the question 
becomes one of great importance, how are we to under- 
stand the term, — " the Son of God," — as it was used by 
the High Priest in adjuring our Lord ? 

There would, I suppose, be no occasion at all for this 
inquiiy, but that the kindred term, — " son of God,'' or 
" sons of God," or " children of God," — is of frequent 
and varied use in Holy Scripture. This term has an 
accommodated or metaphorical application. And a clear 
distinction is to be drawn between the use of this term, 
and the use of the term, — " the Son of God," — ^in the high 
acceptation of that title, which implies equality with 
God. That title is so understood, when we read, — " The 
Jews sought the more to kill Him, because He not only 
had broken the Sabbath, but said also that God was His 
Father, making Himself equal with God." — (John v. 18.) 
This may be compared with what they said on another 
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occasion, — " For a good work we stone Thee not ; but 
for blasphemy; and because that Thou, being a man, 
makest Thyself God.'' — (John x. 32.) And our question 
now is, whether the High Priest, in the words of ad- 
juration, used the title, — "the Son of God," — in any 
other than in this its high and appropriate meaning ? 

We may be helped in this inquiry, by referring, first, 
to some instances of the subordinate and metaphorical 
uses of the terms above referred to. We read that — " The 
sons of God saw the daughters of men, that they were 
fair." — (Gen. vi. 2.) Here the term seems applied to 
the seed of the righteous. We read, — " When Israel was 
a child, I called My son out of Egypt." — (Hos. xi. 1.) 
Here the term is applied to a whole people. We find 
that rulers and magistrates are thus spoken of, — " I have 
said, ye are gods ; and all of you are children of the 
Most High." — (Ps. Ixxxii. 6.) Perhaps they are so 
called, because, in some sense, they share the dignity 
and prerogatives of God. 

In the New Testament we meet with similar language. 
Adam is called, " son of God," or " a son of God." — 
(Luke iii. 38.) The meaning may be, that, as each 
person before named had a progenitor, so Adam found 
his father in God, who created him. The Jews freely 
took to themselves the designation, " children of God." 
They said, — " We have one father, even God." — (John 
viii. 41.) They said, — " Abraham is our father." — (v. 39.) 
They would, therefore, seem to consider themselves 
entitled to be called the children of God, in that they 
claimed lawful descent from Abraham ; for they ^^^ > 
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— " We be not bom of fomicatioiL" — (v. 41.) The same 
Evangelist who gives ns these expressions, tells ns 
that, — ** To as many as received Him, to them gave He 
power to become the sons of God."-^(John i. 12.) And 
St. Paul writes to the Galatiani^, — "We are aU the children 
of God, by faith in Christ Jesus." — (Gal. iii. 26.) And 
he exhorts the Philippians to " be blameless aiid harm- 
less, the sons of God without rebuke." — (Phil. ii. 15.) 
These expressions seem to refer to the bestowment of 
the adoption, and the spirit of adoption, in Christ, on 
them that believe. 

Other passages might be cited. But these may be 
sufi&cient to show how the term, — " son of God," — in an 
accommodated and metaphorical sense, — having, doubt- 
less, various shades of meaning in it — is employed in 
Scripture. And nothing can be clearer, than that such 
usage is of common occurrence, is ordinarily allowable, 
and altogether remote from any imputation of blasphemy. 
There is no more idea of attaching anjrthing blasphemous 
to such terms, than there would be, to calling a man an 
Israelite, or a man of God, or a believer ; — or, in the use 
of the word officially, to calling a man a ruler, or a 
magistrate, or a prophet. We have a strong confirmation 
of this, in the use of the term, by those who had no 
right to it ; for even such an abuse of the term, brings 
no censure, as though anything blasphemous was spoken. 
The Jews, as just remarked, boldly told our Lord 
Himself, that they had " one fiither, even God." Surely, 
if they by such language had incurred the guilt of 
blasphemy, our Lord would not have failed to tell them 
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sOi What, then, does He do? He tells them how 
mistaken they were. He says, — " Ye are of your father 
the devil." — (John viii. 44.) He exposes, therefore, the 
hollowness of their claim. And so the extent of their 
sin is, not that they are blasphemers, but that they are 
self-deceivers. 

In like manner when the term is used officially. In 
that case, the offence of blasphemy did not attach even 
to a false claim to an office. And for the same reason ; 
because the use of it was metaphorical and subordinate. ' 
There is nothing to warrant us in thinking that, because 
a man usurped the office of ruler or prophet ; he was, 
therefore, chargeable with blasphemy, on the ground 
that rulers and prophets might be called sons of God. 

These remarks apply to the assumption of the title, 
— " the Christ." The Christ, when He appeared, would 
pre-eminently, — as an Israelite indeed, as a righteous 
man, as a prophet, and as king of the people, — ^be 
entitled, in all these senses, to be called " a son of God." 
But because a man claimed to be the Christ, even if he 
did so falsely, he would not be chargeable with blas- 
phemy in so doing. This charge would not attach to 
him, on the soore that he had thereby claimed to be a 
son of God ; for, even in that case, the term, though 
used pre-eminently, would still be only in a metaphorical 
s^ise. And if so, how could the rulers pronounce our 
Lord guiltiy of blasphemy, because He aflBirmed that He 
was the Christ ? How could they attempt to do this, 
simply becaiuse in that title was involved the use of the 
term, — " son of God," — in its subordinate sense ? How 
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could they attempt to prove that He was not the Christ 
by this means ? the thing is inconceivable. And we 
may confidently rest assured, that the thought never so 
much as entered into their heads. And we are the 
more certainly confirmed in this conclusion, by every 
argument already urged, and by which we have been 
sufficiently certified, that, in point of fact, the rulers did 
not condemn our Lord because He declared He was the 
Christ. 

This explains, why the High Priest, in the words of 
adjuration, (to the end that he might convict our Lord 
of blasphemy,) added to the title, — " the Christ,"— the 
further title, — " the Son of God." And it shows, that he 
must have meant the latter title in its appropriate and 
distinctive application. For we have seen, that there 
was no blasphemy, in that our Lord should affirm Him- 
self to be the Christ. And we have seen, that, in point 
of fact, the rulers did not condemn our Lord, because 
He said He was the Christ. There was, therefore, a 
necessity, that something should be added to the title, 
— ^"the Christ,'" — and that what was so added should (in 
their apprehension) involve the great offence of blas- 
phemy. And what is so required, is supplied in the 
title, — ^''the Son of God,"' — if only it be meant and 
understood in its high and most appropriate sense. 

But the distinction before alluded to, between the 
use of the term, — ^"son," or "sons of God," — and 
the title, — "the Son of God,'* — demands more special 
notice. For, in proportion as the distinction is more 
clearly recognised, so will the conclusion just come 
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to, be the more clearly seen. The term, then, — " son/' 
or ''sons of God/' — is not, by any means, to be 
identified with the title,— "the Son of God." That 
term is not liable to be misunderstood in any other 
than in its subordinate meaning : as when we hear, — 
" Wisdom is justified of her children ; " — ^when Solomon 
says, — " My son, if sinners entice thee, consent thou 
not ;" — when we read of " the children of darkness,'' — 
and of " the children of light ;" — when our Lord tells 
the Jews, — " Ye are of your father the devil.'" No man 
can pretend that he is liable to be misled by such 
language. No man supposes, for instance, that Solomon 
calls every one he addresses his own son. No one 
imagines that our Lord meant, that the Jews had Satan 
for their proper father. So, when the term is used, 
" son," or " sons of God," danger of misapprehension 
there is none. As when the Apostle says, — " To them 
gave He power to become the sons of God ;" or when 
our Lord says, — " That ye may be the children of your 
father which is in heaven." — (Matt v. 45.) But how is 
It with regard to the title,— "the Son of God ?" Who 
is not sensible, that there is an emphasis and meaning 
in this word, which raises it altogether out of the level 
of the other mode of speech ? The very expression 
itself, — " the Son of God," — forces this distinction on the 
notice of the most illiterate. A man might be unable 
to explain wherein he saw the difference, and yet be 
conscious of it. He might know nothing of articles, 
nothing of singular and plural, — i,e, as grammatical ex- 
pressions, — ^and yet he would be sensible, there is a 
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wide difference between the use of terms, which are 
applicable to many ; and the use of a title given to one 
in particular. He might, nay, he would, like Pilate,' be 
made " the more afraid," when he heard the saying, that 
Jesus " made Himself the Son of God," though he 
could not tell us, that " the"' was the definite, and " a " 
was the indefinite article. We have an illustration of 
the power and meaning of such definiteness, in contrast 
with, a general mode of speech, in the case of the ad- 
dress, which the Almighty Himself makes to our Lord; 
as compared with the language He adopted in speaking 
to the angels. They are called "the sons of God." 
But the significant demand is properly put, — " Unto 
which of the angels said He at any time. Thou art my 
son, this day have I begotten thee ?" And what imme- 
diately follows ? He, who is so spoken of, is called 
"the Son of God;'' and the angels are commanded to 
worship Him. Of them He saith, — " He maketh His 
angels spirits, and His ministers a flame of fire. But 
unto the Son He saith. Thy throne, O God, is for ever 
and ever." 

Thus the term, — " the Son of God," — ^must be taken 
as a distinctive title ; just as the term, — " the son of 
David," — becomes a distinctive title. And in that view 
it is applicable, and can be applicable only to one 
Person ; even as the title, — " the Son of Man,'' — ^belongs 
exclusively to the Lord Jesus. Accordingly St John 
says,—" We know that the Son of God is come." — (1 
John v. 20.) And Paul aflBbrms, He was "declared to be 
the Son of God with power, according to the spirit of 
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holiness, by the resurrectipn from the dead." — (Rom. 
i 4.) These writers assume, that the meaning of the 
title they employ is known and recognised. And, indeed, 
if that assumption is denied; then, what they have 
affirmed with so much zeal, confidence, and even 
glorying, is reduced to something very common place. 

And why should the High Priest be supposed to use 
the title, — "the Son of God," — otherwise than in its 
high and distinctive sense? Whoever would have us 
believe, that the High Priest did not so use it, is bound 
to prove, either that the term is never so used ; or else 
that, from some special reasons, it was not so used in 
the words of adjuration. And until such proof is ad- 
duced, we have a right to take the title in its appro- 
priate meaning. Nay, we are bound to take it in that 
meaning. And I maintain, that, so far from the special 
circumstances of the case reqmring us to abandon that 
appropriate meaning, every thing connected with the 
occasion is calculated to shut us up to that one meaning. 
We are now directing our attention to the words of ad- 
juration. And we may ask, whether, in those words, 
the title, — '' the Christ," — is not used in its appropriate 
sense ? Then, why should not the other title, joined to 
it, be employed in the same way ? We have seen, that 
tihe title,—*' the Christ," — includes in itself every meta- 
phorical sense of the term, — " son of GpA'^. Then, what 
would be gained, by adding the title,^ — ^"^ the Son of God," 
— riinlessitwere meant to> be somethiDg: distinct from t^e 
title,^ — "the Christ?" and uMei^ it 'were raeaiit In its ap- 
propriate sense? We have seen that there was no bias- 
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phemy involved in the title, — "the Christ;" and that, in 
point of fact, the rulers did not condemn our Lord for 
adopting that title. If, then, the purpose of the adju- 
ration was, to raise the charge of blasphemy, is there not 
a necessity to seek for that offence, in our Lord's adoption 
of the title, — " the Son of God ?" and a necessity, there- 
fore, for the same reason, that that term should be meant, 
and understood in its high and distinctive sense ? 

But I said, that the distinction, to which I have 
called attention — ^between terms of general use, and a 
particular title, given to one particular person — ^is 
manifest to the most illiterate. I may here add, that 
that distinction is marvellously intensified, and so made 
clear even to an infantine mind; when we consider, 
" what maimer of man" This is, to Whom it is applied. 
To put Him on a level with any man that ever lived, is 
abject folly. To limit the extent, in which He tran- 
scends every man that ever lived, is equally impossible^ 
Nay, to measure Him with angels, is just as out of 
place. We may ask, how could the Almighty act more 
worthily of Himself, than in the Person of the Lord 
Jesus, that He should be called, — " the Son of God V* and 
that He should plainly declare, — " He that hath seen Me,, 
hath seen the Father ?" — (John xiv. 9.) His wisdom is 
unsearchable, His grace, compassion and love are 
boundless. His power is infinite. His will is Divine, 
His glory and majesty (as He asserted before the 
coimcil) are supreme and everlasting. I say not this, 
as though I would fetch in arguments, drawn from 
other branches of this great subject; but simply to point 
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out the consistency of the conclusion, at which we have 
arrived as to the meaning of the title, — "the Son of 
God," — with all that is known of the Lord Jesus. 

Here the question might arise, if the blasphemy for 
which our Lord was condemned, is to be found only in 
His adopting the title, — "the Son of God," — ^why did the 
High Priest include in his adjuration the other title^ 
— "the Christ" ? If the offence of blasphemy does not 
attach to our Lord, because He declared Himself to be 
the Christ, why was He adjured at all on that subject ? 
This question has been partially answered by antici- 
pation ; but it deserves to be distinctly met. 

The High Priest, then, had really no other course 
open to him, but to include both titles in his adjuration 
Let us suppose, on the one hand, that he had adjured 
our Lord, to declare Himself only to be the Christ. 
This would not have availed the rulers anything. For 
we have shown, that that affirmation was without offence,, 
in and of itself. But by it Jesus would have been 
the gainer with the people ; who would have rejoiced in 
His boldness in the cause they had espoused. Never- 
theless, the adjuration on this title was not without 
purpose, when joined with the other title, — "the Son of 
God." 

For, now, let us suppose, on the other hand, that the 
High Priest had included in the adjuration, only the 
title, — "the Son of God," — ^because of the blasphemy that 
would be found in our Lord's adoption of that title. 
The High Priest would then have been altogether 
without excuse in administering the oath. He would 
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have exposed himself to the charge of inciting a man 
without cause to utter blasphemy — (according to their 
own judgment the most horrible)— for the sole purpose 
that he might condemn the man to death. Now, with 
all the wickedness that attaches to the rulers, this 
flagrant and enormous sin is not chargeable upon them. 
The High Priest does not incite our Lord to utter blas- 
phemy, merely that he may put Him to death. Why ? 
because he does it, manifestly, to overthrow our Lord's 
claim to be the Christ. If it be said, granted ; but stiU 
why does he include the title, — " the Christ," — ^in the 
adjuration ? The reason is, that they were then taking 
legal proceedings. And the notoriety of the feet, that 
our Lord claimed to be the Christ, must not be regarded 
as though the claim were, by that fact, proved legally 
before the Court. They desired above all things, that 
their proceedings should be strictly legal. If, therefore, 
the High Priest had not adjured the Saviour, to declare 
Himself to be the Christ; they would have been under 
the necessity to establish by witnesses the fact that He 
had made the claim. With these witnesses they were 
not ready. Neither was there any need for them, if our 
Lord accepted the words of adjuration. And herein we 
have a sufficient reason, why that adjuration should 
include both titles. 

But we have seen, that what the rulers aimed at was, 
to overthrow our Lord's claim to be the Christ, by 
coiidemning Him for blasphemy, in taldng to Himself 
the tide,—" the Son of God." It follows, that, when they 
successful in making Him out to be a blasphemer. 
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they have done something more than overthrow His 
title to be the Christ. They have proved Him to be a 
daring, and impious impostor, in declaring Himself to 
be the Christ. And they might well desire, therefore^ 
to have this offence in evidence before the Court, that 
they might show to the people the full extent of the 
Saviour's supposed guilt. Though, therefore, the de- 
claration, — " I am the Christ," — did not of itself afford a 
ground of condemnation, yet when it became associated 
with the crime of blasphemy, in that our Lord declared 
Himself, — " the Son of God :" it then rendered our Lord 
chargeable with another offence, distinct from blasphemy. 
For He stood there convicted, in that He was a blas- 
phemer, of setting Himself up as a false Christ. To 
include, therefore, both titles in the adjuration, was an 
act of policy, as well as of necessity. It is true, they 
actually pronounced judgment of death only for the 
offence of blasphemy. And as everything turned on 
that offence, their whole attention seems to have been 
taken up with it^ both because of its enormity, and 
because of the advantage it gave them, not only over 
our Lord Himself, but over the people. 

Nor is there anything in this, inconsistent with the 
argument before adduced, that they could not tell 
Pilate, — " We have a law, and by our law He ought to 
die, because He made Himself the Christ." For, they 
had not, in point of fact, so condemned Him, that is, 
because He made Himself the Christ. Neither could 
they have so condemned Him (as we have seen) simply 
because He said, " I am the Christ." 
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3. From this inquiry into the meaning of the words 
of adjuration, we pass on, to notice the manner and 
purpose of the High Priest, in making it. As to his 
manner of doing this, — the High Priest has risen in the 
midst of the council, and speaking from the judgment 
seat, he adjures our Lord to answer him in the Name of 
the living God. There is a tone of severity and solemnity 
about this, which is truly appalling. Then what does it 
import? It can only import, that the issue raised is 
something in its nature exceedingly awful. Does it 
accord, then, with the idea, that the High Priest demands 
of our Lord, whether He claims to be "a son of Gk)d," in 
any subordinate and metaphorical sense, as if he asked 
Him, whether He were a prophet or a righteous man ? 
Judging only from the manner of the High Priest, it 
would seem impossible to impute any such meaning to 
his words. But his manner is perfectly consistent with 
his meaning, when we understand his appeal to signify, 
that he demanded of our Lord, whether He declared 
Himself to be " the Son of God," in the high and 
appropriate meaning of that title. 

And so, when we consider the High Priest's purpose 
in adjuring our Lord, we are borne along irresistibly to 
the same conclusion. This has been shown already. 
But let anyone reflect on the purpose for which our 
Lord was adjured; namely, that He might then and 
there be convicted of blasphemy, such as would refute 
all the evidence that had convinced the people He was 
the Christ ; — such as would compel the multitude to join 
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hands with the rulers, in putting Him to the death of 
the cross ; — ^whoever duly weighs this, must, in my 
judgment, come to the conviction, that nothing less than 
the blasphemy of declaring Himself to be " the Son of 
God," in the high acceptance of that title, could satisfy 
the purpose of the High Priest. 

It might, however, be said, — granted, that the High 
Priest would desire to draw from our Lord this high 
degree of blasphemy ; and that the High Priest*s pur- 
pose was to make it appear, that our Lord had actually 
given utterance to words of such a fearful nature ; still, 
for the very accomplishment of this purpose, would not 
the High Priest have felt himself under a necessity to 
proceed with caution? And may we not, therefore, 
understand his words to have been spoken equivocally ? 
"Would not a colourable ground of condemnation suffice 
for his purpose ? And, therefore, may he not have used 
words capable of having both a higher and a lower 
meaning ? And may he not have sought to obtain from 
our Lord an acceptance of those words in their sub- 
ordinate sense, in order to condemn Him, as though He 
had affirmed His proper Divinity ? And, (it might be 
asked,) is not the manner of the High Priest indicative 
that he was under some apprehension, lest he should 
fail in his attempt ? In reply, I would say, as to any 
apprehension of failure on the part of the High Priest, 
we have seen enough to explain this ; in the fear there 
was, that our Lord would still maintain His long silence. 
But whether the High Priest would think to prevail 
on Christ to break silence, by tempting Hiixv '^^^ I 
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an equivocation, is another matter. Tliis is, surely, a 
gratuitous and an unwarrantable assumption. The High 
Priest was fully aware he had no ordinary man to deal 
with ; and can we suppose he would entertain the idea 
that he could entrap the Saviour into so obvious a snare ? 
To do the High Priest justice, there are no grounds 
whatever for charging him with any such double 
dealing. 

And if we look at this suggestion from the side of our 
I^rd, we shall find, not only that there is no ground for 
entertaining it, but the strongest reason for rejecting it. 
For we cannot imagiae that our Lord could be deceived. 
Had He not exposed the hypocrisy of His enemies on the 
subject of the tribute money ? And would He not have 
much more now, in this case, have sternly demanded of 
them, — " Why tempt ye Me, ye hypocrites T Had He 
not, before the Council met, declined to answer the 
subtle questions of Caiaphas ? Had He not all along, 
simply by maintaining silence, defeated the like eflfort 
to entrap Him? And can we think. He would now 
suffer Himself to be caught by an equivocation ? We 
revolt instinctively from the thought. There could be 
no deception practised on our I^rd. And if so, we have 
herein all the guarantee we can desire, that there was 
no equivocation in the matter. The Lord, for His own 
sake, and for the sake of His Church for ever, would not 
have permitted it. His whole character and all we 
know of Him utterly exclude it. So, then, if there were 
any ground of suspicion of deceit on their part, (and we 
have seen there is not,) our Lord's own handling of the 
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matter would at once remove the suspicion. For our 
Lord does not take exception either to the proceeding, 
or to the words of the High Priest. But he accepts 
them. If then it be insisted, that there is equivocation 
in the words of the High Priest, — seeing that Christ 
accepts them, — ^what is this but to insist on that 
which is inadmissible, that he lent Himself, at that 
solemn moment, to a deceit, and suffered Himself to be 
condemned on an equivocation ? 

Now, if this be an impossible conclusion, we have only 
to follow up the argument, and it brings us to the only 
possible solution of the matter, as to an infallible truth, 
that the words of the High Priest's adjuration are to be 
accepted in their highest meaning. Those words are 
certainly capable of that meaning. No one can deny 
that. And in the mouth of the High Priest, coneidering 
the solemnity, and the purpose with which he uttered 
them, they were probably, — I have contended, most 
certainly, — ^uttered with the highest meaning. If, then, 
we maintain that the Lord did not accept them in that 
sense, we impute to Him, and not to the High Priest, 
the introduction of the element of equivocation and 
uncertainty ; — and that at the most awful moment of 
pis earthly career ; — an imputation, which, most 
assuredly, we have only to name, that it may be at 
once rejected. 

Thus, when we review the words of adjuration, and 
the manner and purpose of the High Priest in using 
them ; we come to the well grounded conviction, that the 
title,—" the Son of God,"— or "the Son of the Blessed,"— 
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can have but one meaning, and that is, its high and 
appropriate meaning. The High Priest, therefore, put 
it directly to the Lord Jesus, whether or not He aflSrmed 
Himself to be " equal with God ? " 

4. We have now to weigh these same words, as they 
were adopted by Christ Himself. We have been under 
a necessity already in some degree to anticipate this 
fact. But it demands further notice. For, in the first 
place, there may seem to be something strange in the 
circumstance itself. Why is Jesus of a sudden, so 
ready to speak ? This readiness aflfords a strong contrast 
with the silence He had so long maintained. Yet is 
there a perfect consistency in His conduct. Up to 
this moment. He had stood there charged with being 
a malefactor. Such treatment He met,— "as a lamb 
before his shearers," and was dumb : " He opened not His 
mouth." But when the High Priest makes his adjura- 
tion, this introduces a change into the nature and 
character of the whole proceeding. Our Lord is no 
longer, now, the accused, listening to false witnesses 
against Him. He is now Himself the only, the faithful 
and true Witness. This is the capacity, in which of all 
others He delights to appear, at whatever cost ; as He 
said to Pilate, — " To this end was I born, and for this 
Ccause came I into the world, that I should bear witness 
to the truth. Every one that is of the truth heareth 
My voice." We need not wonder, therefore, that He 
should fulfil His office. And the more terrible the 
ordeal He was subjected to in the fulfilment of it, the 
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-greater the honour put upon Him, by Him that sent 
Bim. Hence, on the instant, He meets the appeal of the 
High Priest in the directest way. He says, — " I am," — 
^' Thou hast said" This latter expression was, doubt- 
Jess, to use language with which they were familiar, 
though to our ears it may sound somewhat strange. 
But there is a peculiar value in the words, — " Thou hast 
^aid ; " because, by so saying, the Lord adopts the very 
words and meaning of the High Priest in a most em- 
phatic way. The reply, — "lam," — to the demand, — "Art 
Thou the Christ, the Son of the Blessed ? " — is indeed of 
itself an adoption of the High Priest's words. But the 
reply, — " Thou hast said," — is a more express avowal of 
such adoption, — a calling of our attention, as of the whole 
council at the time, to this important fact. This mode of 
reply is as much as to say, — I take no exception to 
j-our words : they need no explanation. You have put 
the point in your own way ; and, without qualification, 
and according to your own meaning in the words, I 
implicitly, and explicitly accept them: — What thou 
sayest, that I am. Now, we have already seen what 
is the meaning of the words, — that there is no equi- 
vocation in them ; but that they are to be understood 
in the highest sense. Such, then, is their import, as our 
Lord adopts them. To the High Priest's demand, — 
" Art Thou the Son of the Blessed ?"— He affirms,—" I 
am ;" — He declares in no subordinate meaning, but in 
the highest, — *' Thou hast said." 

We have yet to notice more particularly, that the de- 
mand of the High Priest was in the form of an adj^uta- 
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tion. We "before remarked, that the High Priest used 
this mode of address, in order to constrain our Lord to 
speak to them. For the High Priest's previous appeal 
to Him had failed to call forth a word; — "He held 
His peace, and spake nothing." But might there not 
be a fear of something more than that Christ might 
decline to answer ? He might answer, and yet not meet 
their demand. Had he not, on a former occasion, lately 
evaded their question, — " Tell us by what authority Thou 
doest these things^" — ^by making his answer conditional 
on their first answering Him one thing. And when, 
in reply to His question, they had said, — " We cannot 
teU;" — had He not declined to answer them, saying, 
— '^ Neither do I tell you, by what authority I do these 
tilings ? " — (Mark xi. 33.) Hence, in administering the 
adjuration, the High Priest would desire, not only to 
compel our Lord to speak, but, as I maysay, to speak 
the truth ; — i. e. the one precise truth, which the words 
of adjuration demanded of Him. 

They remembered that He had before affirmed, that 
He was the Son of God. But they might think, it was 
easy enough to do this on some informal occasion ; 
when no consequences might be expected to follow ; — 
(howbeit they had attempted to stone Him for the 
avowal, when He escaped out of their hands.) But 
this is a very different matter. He is in our power, 
bound at our very bar. Is there no danger He will 
shrink from such an avowal now ? For He knows our 
object in making tliis demand. He cannot but antici- 
pnte what will follow. Let us, therefore, hold Him to 
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His former declaration by the oath of God, else he 
will escape us yet. Thus the adjuration was designed 
to have a twofold effect, — to lay upon our Lord a sacred 
obligation to answer, — and to put upon Him the same 
constraint, to avow or disavow one precise and special 
declaration. 

Now, we have already seen, that Christ did definitely 
reply to the adjuration, — giving it effect so far as it was 
meant to compel Him to speak. Our inquiry now is, 
does He in so responding accept the adjuration, as it 
was meant to put Him upon His oath, — the oath of the 
living God ? In short, in reply to the adjuration of 
the High Priest, does the Lord regard Himself as the 
4Sworn Witness of the truth ? Have we any w^arrant to 
suppose, that He would close with the adjuration in the 
one behalf, and not close with it in the other ? Is there 
anything in the occasion, in the subject, or in Christ 
Himself, that can lead us to such a supposition ; 
assuredly not. As for the occasion ; the oath is admi- 
nistered by the High Priest, before the great tribunal of 
the nation. As for the subject of the oath; it is the 
foundation truth of all revelation. As to the Lord 
Himself ; why should He not lay this foundation in the 
Name of the living God ? By so doing. He would but 
make the wrath of man to praise Him, — the last result 
which the High Priest would ever have thought of By 
so doing, He would but confirm for ever the faith of 
His people in His Deity ; and signalize His Oneness with 
Him, who, — " willing more abundantly to shew unto the 
heirs of promise the immutability of his counsel, con- 
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firmed it by an oath : that by two immutable things, iir 
which it was impossible for God to lie, we might have 
strong consolation, wlio have fled for refuge to lay hold 
upon the hope set before us." — (Heb. vi. 17, 18.) 

Thus it appears, that the words of the High Priest, 
the meaning of the High Priest, and the oath he admi- 
nistered, are one and all accepted, and adopted by 
Christ. His reply, — '* I am," — " Thou hast said,'' — is- 
effectual to these important ends. Therefore, beyond 
all question. He has declared Himself on oath to be, — 
" the Son of the Blessed,"—" the Son of God,*'— in the 
highest sense and meaning of the words. 

But, it is observable, that up to this point, the words 
in which this declaration is made, are the words of the 
High Priest. And we have seen that Christ thus; 
emphatically marks this fact, — " Thou hast said." Wer 
have also seen the importance of this, in seeking to arrive- 
at the precise meaning of the words. For that meaning 
is found in the sense in which the High Priest uses 
them. It is worthy, however, of grateful recognition, 
that Jesus does not leave the matter there. For He- 
adds, — still speaking as the sworn Witness of the truthr 
called upon by the adjuration of the High Priest, — 
" Nevertheless, I say unto you, hereafter shall ye see- 
the Son of Man sitting on the right hand of power, and 
coming in the clouds of heaven." 

These or like words are recorded by three Evange- 
lists. And considering Who uttered them, and under 
what circumstances, how shall we duly estimate them ? 
No one can deny, that they are meant to expound the? 
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declaration just made. Are they, then, the words of 
one who says yea and nay ? Is there anything 
equivocal in them ? God forbid. Our Lord thereby 
asserts that His true position is none other than the 
right hand of the power of God. Could angel, or 
seraph, or any created being assert this ? And following, 
as these words do, upon the affirmation just made by 
Christ, I must protest, that human imagination cannot 
frame a confirmation of it, more stupendous, or more 
truly divine. 

What, then, was the effect of this sworn testimony 
of Jesus upon the High Priest who administered 
the oath, and upon the whole council ? We cannot 
read the record, without seeing that the effect produced, 
was in perfect accordance with what had preceded. The 
purpose of the High Priest had been obtained. He had 
received the answer he had anticipated and longed forj 
Only, perhaps, he was not a little startled by the 
promptness of the true Witness ; and possibly he might 
feel himself as it were stunned, by the awful announce- 
ment he had just heard. At all events, we can affect 
no surprise at the scene which followed, when — "the 
High Priest rent his clothes, saying, He hath spoken 
blasphemy ; what further need have we of witnesses ? 
behold, now, ye have heard His blasphemy. What 
think ye? They answered, and said. He is guilty of 
death. Then did they spit in his face, and buffeted 
Him ; and others smote Him with the palms of their 
hands, saying, prophesy unto us. Thou Christ, who is it 
that smote Thee ?" — (Matt, xxvi 65 — 68.) Luke tells 
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US, — " And many other things blasphemously spake 
they against Him/' — (Luke xxii. 65.) 

This reference to Luke's account should remind us, 
that, while commenting on what is recorded by Matthew 
on this momentous scene, we ought not to omit all notice 
of the words then spoken by our Lord, which Luke has 
treasured up for us. We have had occasion before to 
refer to the passage. Our purpose now being different, 
we may cite it again — " And as soon as it was day, the 
elders of the people and the chief priests and the Scribes 
came together, and led Him into their council, saying, 
Art Thou the Christ ? tell us. And He said, If I tell 
you, ye will not believe : and if I also ask you, ye will 
not answer Me, nor let Me go. Hereafter shall the Son 
of M an sit on the right hand of the power of God. 
Then said they all. Art Thou then the Son of God ? 
And He said unto them. Ye say that I am. And they 
said, What need we any further witness ? for we our- 
selves have heard of His own mouth." — (Luke xxii. 66 
-71.) 

These words show, that no Evangelist is to be under- 
stood, as though he had told us all that actually passed. 
Each sacred writer has selected out of the materials at 
hand, what he thought best to narrate. And this fact 
should make us the more value the records, where they 
run nearly parallel, as, in this part of the narrative, do 
Matthew and Mark ; and where one of them introduces 
something quite independent of the others, as does 
Luke in this place. Certainly, the circumstance should 
be carefvdly noted, that the only words, which Matthew 
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and Mark report to have been spoken, by Christ, on 
His trial before the council, are these few, — " I am," — 
*' Thou hast said ;" — confirmed by the solemn statement, 
that they would see Him hereafter '* sittiug on the right 
hand of power." And we should further carefully re- 
mark, that, according to Luke, before the Lord gave 
utterance to those ever memorable words. He took ad- 
vantage of the only moment of silence He could secure, 
and that was before He gave them that answer; to 
enter His emphatic protest against the way in which 
He was being treated by the rulers : — " He said unto 
them. If I tell you, ye will not believe : and if I also 
ask you, ye will not answer Me, nor let Me go." 

Let us think, what our Lord hereby implies. He 
intimates, that He knew full well the exigencies of His 
position. He knew that they would not believe, what 
He had to tell them in answer to their own demand ; 
though that answer was given on oath, and given with 
the certainty, that He must seal His testimony with 
the Blood of the Cross. And He knew, that they 
would not listen to Him for a moment, in defence of 
what He was about to tell them ; but that they would 
instantly condemn Him for it. This is what our Lord 
implies by the words just quoted, — I might say, this is 
■what His words affirm. And they further intimate, 
that He could abundantly confute them (themselves 
being judges), if only they would allow Him a hearing. 
For it was not as if the issue, which the High Priest 
had just raised, w^as a subject unheard of till then. 
Th5re was nothing new in the nature of it. It was a 
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subject in which they ought to have been well versedL 
And our Lord intimates, that upon such knowledge as 
they themselves had of it ; He need but ask them a 
question, and they would then and there be confuted 
and confounded before Him. And, in the fact, that 
after such a challenge, they did not allow Him a moment 
in His own defence ; — especially, when we contrast their 
conduct on the issue now raised, with their violent 
appeals to Him to speak in His defence to the false 
charges of malefaction ; — we have a manifest confession 
on their part, that they dare not meet Him. Had He 
not, again and again, put them to silence, by simply 
asking them a question ? He had done so in the syna- 
gogue — "when all His adversaries were ashamed." — 
(Luke xiii. 17.) He had done so recently, when alt 
parties, the Herodians, the Sadducees, the Pharisees, 
in succession, had tried their hand at hard questioning 
of Him, in order to put Him down (Matt. xxii. 16, — 23, 
— 34 ;) and had been themselves ignominiously repulsed. 
Insomuch that, — " No man was able to answer Him a 
word ; neither durst any man from that day forth ask 
Him any more questions." — (Matt. xxii. 46.) There 
is, therefore, overwhelming meaning in His statement,^ 
^' If I ask you, ye will not answer Me." It may remind 
us of that saying of the Apostle Paul, — " That every 
mouth shall be stopped, and all the world become guilty 
before God." — (Eom. iii. 19.) v 

There cannot, however, be a moment's question, that 
theirs was no pretended, but a genuine horror at our 
Lord's supposed sin of blasphemy. It demonstrates 
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itself to be only too terribly real. Then who can doubt 
its meaning ? Does it not accord with the earnest ad- 
juration of the High Priest, and with the Lord's un- 
speakably more awful answer ? Indeed, from their 
stand-point what else could we expect of them ? 
absolutely nothing. Thus their tumult, their horror, 
their condemnation of our Lord, their rage against Him, 
are the natural, yet dreadful confirmation of all that we 
have gathered from all that had gone before. 

What, then, was the precise offence they saw in Him ? 
and what in their law did they rely upon, that they 
should with such unanimity and with so great horror 
condemn Him? We have seen, that the words for 
which they condemn Him are, — " I am the Son of God :"^ 
— and that the meaning of those words is to be found, in- 
the appropriate sense of the title, as it signifies equality 
with God. Our Lord, therefore, before them all declared- 
Himself to be God. And inasmuch as they were so* 
blinded, that they both utterly denied, and utterly 
abhorred this truth, they could not regard Him as re- 
vealing unto them the One true God ; — as He Himself 
taught it, — " I and my Father are One," — and, again, 
— " He that hath seen Me, hath seen the Father." But 
they looked upon Him as setting up Himself as a falsa 
god; and as seeking to draw them from, and not to 
God ; and as attempting to seduce them into idolatry. 
This was the offence they considered Him to conmiit. 
And we can easily understand, how intensely it would 
exasperate them, seeing that they hated Him with 
deadly hatred. 
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And, if we turn to Deut. xiii. 1 — 5, we shall as easily 
understand, how they would rely upon their law, in 
passing-sentence upon this offence. We there read, — " If 
there arise among you a prophet, or a dreamer of dreams, 
and giveth thee a sign or a wonder, and the sign or the 
wonder come to pass, whereof he spake unto thee, 
saying. Let us go after other gods, which thou hast not 
known, and let us serve them ; Thou shalt not hearken 
unto the words of that prophet, or that dreamer of 
dreams : for the Lord your God proveth you, to know 
whether ye love the Lord your God with all your heart 
and with all your soul. Ye shall walk after the Lord 
your God, and fear Him, and keep His commandments, 
and obey His voice, and ye shall serve Him, and cleave 
unto Him. And that prophet, or that dreamet of 
dreams shall be put to death," &c., &c Nor is there 
any difficulty in this application of the passage, because 
they call the offence blasphemy, and not by the name 
idolatry. For the offence consisted in words spoken ; 
and those words they .regarded as spoken against God. 
We have the same sort of thing, when they said to 
Pilate, — " Whosoever maketh himself a king speaketh 
against Caesar." We have the like more to our purpose, 
on the occasion of the healing of the man sick of the 
palsy, when they asked, — " Who is this which speaketh 
blasphemies ? Who can forgive sins but God alone ?" 
— (Luke V. 21.) And as, in the nature of things, there 
must be a close connection between the sin of idolatry, 
and the sin of blasphemy ; so the Jews might have 
grown into the custom of using these terms (within 
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certain limits) interchangeably ; and they might have- 
felt themselves the more warranted in so doing, by the 
language used by God Himself: — " Thus saith the Lord 
God ; yet in this your fathers have blasphemed Me, in 
that they have committed a trespass against Me." — 
(Ez. XX. 27.) 

The exclamation of the High Priest, — " What further 
need have we of witnesses ?" — indicates the greatness of 
their previous anxiety, and of the dilemma they had 
been in ; by the evident relief which thus finds expres- 
sion. This relief, as is most natural, was the first 
thought in ,their hour of triumph. And it was all the 
sweeter to them, beca,use of the peril, from which they 
had just snatched it. The Lord's answer had surpassed 
their most sanguine hopes. Their desire had been, that 
He should, as nearly as they could compel Him, answer 
their demand in the very words they dictated to Him. 
He had not (as they feared He might) declined their 
challenge ; no, neither in the letter, nor in the spirit of 
it. He had adopted their words and their meaning to 
the full. He could not have done so more completely. 
And more than that, He had of His own free will, con- 
firmed the affirmation so made, — " I am," — " Thou hast 
said," — by an avowal so plain and palpable, that all 
debate and difficulty were at an end. What a triumph 
for the power of darkness ! How could they celebrate 
it enough ! But what a triumph, too, for the followers of 
the Lord Jesus ! He has now before the Jewish national 
tribunal, in the face of danger the most appalling, with 
a clear anticipation of all that was to follow;— aadvck 
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the face of the whole world, — for the full assurance of 
,the faith of His people in all ages, — affirmed Himself, 
on the oath of the living God, to be, — " the Son of 
Godr 

Thus the result of the trial of Jesus Christ before the 
Jewisli council is this: — They fail to condemn Him 
on the charge of being a malefactor ; but they succeed 
in condemning Him on the charge of blasphemy. And 
the blasphemy consists in this, that in the high and 
appropriate sense and meaning of the title. He declares 
Himself to be — " the Son of God." 
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Paet II. 
TEIAL BEFOEE PILATE. 



We hei^ examined the records of the trial of Jesus 
Ohrist before the council : and we have seen how that 
part of the trial ended in His condemnation. He was 
declared to be guilty of death, — " because He made Him- 
self the Son of God." 

St. Lukes tells us, as the result of this condemnation, 
that — " The whole multitude of them arose and led Him 
to Pilate." — (Luke xxiii. 1.) We have now, therefore, 
in the further investigation of the trial, to accompany 
Him before the Governor. In doing so, we must bear 
in mind that Pilate, as the Eoman Governor, will not 
take cognizance of points of Jewish law. This fact, we 
have seen, had greatly influenced the rulers in dealing 
with Christ from the first, and throughout all their pro- 
ceedings. It aflforded one great reason of their efforts 
by false witnesses to prove that He was a malefactor. 
But in this purpose they had signally failed. Thus 
were they compelled to fall back on a doctrinal offence. 
And by adjuring Him in the Name of the living God, 
they had drawn from Him the affirmation npon oath, 
that He is the Son of God. This they immediately 
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adjudged to be blasphemy, and so pfonounced His con- 
demnation. 

But their victory, under the circumstances, was a 
disaster to them. It brought them into great difficulties. 
They must needs deliberate how to act. Hence we 
read that, — "Straightway in the morning the chief 
priests held a consultation with the elders, and scribes, 
and the whole council." — (Mark xv. 1.) St. Matthew 
tells us, — "They took counsel against Jesus to^ut Him 
to death."-T-(Matt. xxvii. 1.) Here let us pause to 
make one or two remarks. 

First, then, in investigating the trial before Pilate,, 
we shall find what throws light on the trial before 
Caiaphas, and what tends further to establish the 
important conclusion already come to, as to the nature 
of the offence for which Christ was condemned. 

We should also remark, that the proceedings before 
Pilate afford a great contrast to the proceedings before 
Caiaphas, by reason of the numerous incidents that 
arise, wliile our Lord is before the Governor. These all 
so press for comment, in order to their full appreciation, 
that frequent halts are unavoidable. There may, there- 
fore, be some advantage, if we begin with a short out- 
line of the trial before Pilate. This may be had by 
our gathering up in few words the results of the council 
held by the rulers. These results may be inferred from 
what afterwards transpired. 

For, first of all, notwithstanding their present dis- 
comfiture, they determine to take Jesus before Pilate, 
that Pilate may crucify Him. Consequently, they will 
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still represent Christ to the Governor, as being a male- 
factor. Therefore, for the canying out of this purpose, 
they all with the whole multitude will go, and lead away 
Jesus bound; — (Matt, xxvii. 2.) that Pilate may see the 
serious nature of the business, and may be induced at 
once to yield to their demand. They seem to think, he 
will hardly venture to afifront the chief priests and 
elders, and the whole multitude, by so much even as 
insisting on an inquiry into the matter himself; when 
they unitedly ask him so far to gratify them, that he 
should give sentence of execution against a man, whom 
they bring before him, as one they have already tried, 
and condemned as a malefactor. Moreover, to avoid 
awkward questions, while they send in Jesus bound 
into the judgment-hall, they themselves will not go in, 
under pretext that they wUl not defile themselves, on 
the near approach of the festival. And in order that 
they may be provided, should their expectation of 
success in this part of their plot be disappointed ; they 
agree to bring loud accusations against Jesus of sedition, 
of stirring up the people, forbidding to pay tribute ; and 
(should there be a necessity) to specify the plausible 
charge, that Christ set Himself up to be a king. They also 
determine, if this fails them (but only in case of abso- 
lute need) that they will avow that our Lord's real 
offence consists in the unpardonable sin of blasphemy, 
— ^"because He made Himself the Son of God." And, 
lastly, if it be possible for Pilate to repulse them still, 
they will raise a tumult, and threaten him with impeach- 
ment before Caesar. 
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The subsequent proceedings warrant us in presuming, 
that such was the line of action they marked out for 
themselves at their council ; and in stating it we get a 
brief summary of the whole trial before the Governor. 

I. And, now, when we enter upon the actual proceed- 
ings, the first thing we have to notice is, that after the 
rulers have sent in Jesus bound before Pilate, Pilate him- 
self comes out to them, and says, — "What accusation bring 
ye against this man ?" — (John xviii. 29.) Thus at once 
their first line of attack is broken through. For some 
reason not stated, Pilate will not give sentence without 
knowing what is the charge against the prisoner. The 
disappointment and resentment of the rulers find instant 
expression. For they exclaim, — as much as to say. This 
is provoking ! canst thou not take our word, and act upon 
our finding 1 — " If He were not a malefactor, we would 
not have delivered Him up unto thee." — (John xviii 30.) 

Pilate, whose intelligence throughout the whole busi- 
ness never fails him, perceives that a struggle is likely 
to ensue. He had doubtless, like Herod, " heard of the 
tame of Jesus," — His teaching, and His miracles. And 
this Jesus had he now looked upon, perhaps had spoken 
with ; and he revolts from the assertion, that such a 
man is a malefactor. And as it is stated afterwards, that 
— *' he knew that for envy they had delivered Him ;" — 
(Matt, xxvii. 18.) so he might know this from the very 
outset. Accordingly, not wishing to be the facile tool 
of their malignity, and yet being but languid in any 
regard he might have for Christ, he says unto them, — 
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^' Take ye Him,^ and judge Him according to your law." — 
(John xviii. 31.) Thus we see from the beginning, 
that Pilate's anxiety is not so much to protect Jesus, 
as to rid himself of the business. And this selfishness 
supplies us with the principle, on which his whole con- 
duct is to be explained. 

II. But the Jews, having their purpose in view, refuse 
this offer. They insist, that as the Romans had de- 
prived them of the power of inflicting capital punish- 
ment, so Pilate should in this case put in exercise his 
own power for them. Therefore they say unto him, — " It 
is not lawful for ;us to put any man to death.*' — (John 
xviii. 31.) And, instantly, they begin to accuse Jesus, 
saying, — " We found this fellow perverting the nation, 
and forbidding to give tribute to Caesar, saying, that He 
Himself is Christ a king." — (Luke xxii. 2.) 

It is worthy of note, that the definite charge of 
•setting Himself up as king, comes last. Possibly, aU 
these charges were not made in a breath ; and, it may 
be, only when more general accusations failed ; and in 
order to give those accusations some appearance of 
truth, did they bring forward this charge, that our Lord 
declared HimseK to be a king. This, at all events, is 
so definite a charge, that it challenges inquiry, and 
Pilate goes to investigate it himself. 

Jesus, therfefore, stands before the Governor, charged 
by the Jews with having set HimseK up to be a king. 
And this charge is speciously founded on the fact, that 
He declares Himself to be the Christ ; or as they T^\Sct» 
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it more vaguely, — " saying that He Himself is Christ a 
king ; " — or, rather, anointed king. Pilate, we observe, 
is now in the judgment-hall ; where, as John states, he 
— "called Jesus, and said unto Him, Art Thou the King 
of the Jews?" — (John xviii. 33.) Thus is our Lord 
required to give His own account of this matter. And 
it is worth while to notice, that Pilate's demand, though 
meant as a question, runs in the form of a direct state- 
ment. For in the original it is, — '^ Thou art the King of 
the Jews ? " And in this shape it would seem best to 
accord with the Lord's reply, — ** Sayest thou this thing 
of thyself, or did others tell it thee of Me ?"— (v. 34.) 

But what we are chiefly concerned in is, that Jesus 
does not give a direct answer, and the reasons why He 
does not. The issue raised is both diflBcult and delicate. 
It requires careful and skilful handling, and the answer 
to Pilate depends entirely upon his own meaning in 
the statement he has just made. The Lord, therefore, 
would draw from Pilate himself, in what sense his 
words are to be imderstood. 

And does not the question thus addressed to Pilate 
show, that, as the rulers had kept themselves out of the 
judgment-hall, and had sent in Jesus before Pilate ; so, 
when Pilate went out to demand of them, — ^''What 
accusation briag ye against this man ?" — ^he left their 
prisoner within the hall. For, if the Saviour had stood 
by, and heard their loud accusations against Him, — that 
He said He was a king, — ^how could He, on His part, 
have asked the Governor the question, — " Sayest thou 
this of thyself, or did others tell it thee of Me ?" 
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At any rate, it makes all the difference in the world, 
to the nature of Pilate's demand, whether he inquired 
on his own account, or whether he had just been told this 
by the enemies of Jesus. If he made the inquiry of 
himself, then it sounded like that of a man disposed to 
listen as a learner. And as far as Pilate's words went, 
our Lord would give him the benefit of the implied 
readiness on the Governor's part to listen. In this view 
there is divine grace, as weU as majesty in the conde- 
scension of Jesus. Though a prisoner bound. He is 
willing to be the instructor, and the Saviour of His 
judge. Pilate is keenly alive to the implication he has 
laid himself open to, and to the manner in which the 
Lord has availed Himself of it And he resents it with 
bitter scorn. Ah, Pilate, like many others, thou dost 
not know the day of salvation to thee! — "Pilate answered 
Am I a Jew ? Thine own nation and the chief priests 
have delivered Thee up imto me: what hast Thou 
done ?" Thus this divine overture is thrown away, and 
Jesus is made to understand, that He will on no account 
be allowed to speak but as a prisoner, charged with 
netting Himself up to be a king. He may not presume 
to instruct the Governor, in the most awful crisis in 
which any ruler or judge could be placed. He must 
plead for Himself; — " What hast Thou done ?" Accord- 
ingly he replies, — '* My kingdom is not of this world : if 
My kingdom were of this world, then would My servants 
fight, that I should not be delivered to the Jews : but 
now is My kingdom not from hence." — (John xviii 36.) 

The Lord, then, here interposes an explanation^ He 4 
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does not meet the question of the Governor with a 
direct answer. He is carefuil that there should be no 
misapprehension. He answers not the Governor, till He 
knows from his own lips, with what intent he questions 
his prisoner. And when He knows that intent. He 
even then goes first into an explanation. This aflPords 
us a marked contrast, with what we have before seen in 
the Saviour's instant, and direct reply to the adjuration 
of the High Priest. And this change of manner does 
more than indicate the Saviour's quick discrimination, 
to discern the difference between the two occasions. It 
proves to us, that He answers in each case according 
to its several requirements. He saw no need for ex- 
planation, when the High Priest demanded of Him, 
whether or not He was the Christ, the Son of God: 
and no explanation did He give. He could adopt, and 
He did adopt the words of the High Priest in their 
full meaning. But how with regard to the Governor's 
inquiry,—" Thou art the King of the Jews ?"— " What 
hast Thou done," — that the chief priests and rulers 
have delivered Thee up to me on this charge ? In a 
word, — ^Dost Thou make Thyself a king? Evidently,, 
here, without an explanation. He can say neither yea, 
nor nay. And why ? — ^because in this instan.ce the title 
— " king " — is open to a double sense. It was true, that 
Jesus said He was the Christ, a king. It was not true 
that He said this, with the meaning the rulers intended 
Pilate to understand. If, therefore, our Lord said 
simply, yea, to Pilate's demand, Pilate might, and he 
would think, that Jesus pleaded guilty to the charge,^ 
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which the Jews brought against Him. And this would 
not be true. On the other hand, if our Lord said, nay ; 
though this would be a denial of the crime laid to His 
charge ; neither would this plea be the truth, inasmuch 
as He, in His own way, did affirm HimseK to be a king. 
The Lord, therefore, meets the charge of His enemies 
with this explanation, — '' My kingdom is not of (or from) 
this world." It is not of human origin. Neither is it 
such a rule and power that the Governor need fear the 
opposition of worldly force against the dominion of 
Caesar. The Saviour, as He had enjoined on others, was 
Himself prepared to render unto Csesar all that Caesar 
had a right to demand, — " the things that are Caesar's." 
And the proof of the unearthly nature of Christ's kingdom 
was at hand. For, says He, — " If My kingdom were of 
this world, then would My servants fight, that I should 
not be delivered to the Jews.'' This explanation and 
proof, which are entii'ely in keeping with Jesus* position, 
and with the meekness of His Divine bearing, at once 
carry conviction to the Governor's mind. As already 
remarked, — " He knew that for envy they had delivered 
Him." And he now understood, why they had sent in 
Jesus bound as a malefactor, that they might the more 
easUy impose upon Pilate by their lying accusation. 
He could not but see through all their craft thus far ; — 
that they had first confidently demanded sentence of 
execution, as though they had already found their 
prisoner guilty of being a malefactor; — ^that they had 
evidently resented the Governor's presuming to ask 
even, what was their accusation against this ix\asi%— ^Isia^ 
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they had next broken out into vague and violent accusa- 
tions ; and had only at last specified anything he could 
investigate by examination : — and that they had adopted 
this cunning course with good reason. For, now, on the 
first touch the whole fabrication falls to pieces. Thus 
Pilate has clear evidence from themselves, as well as 
from Christ's transparent explanation, that all their 
previous charges are null and void. 

The Lord Jesus, then, has both stated the nature of 
His kingdom, and adduced such proof of the truth of 
His explanation, that Pilate is satisfied. Nay, it would 
seem he was led almost to imagine, that our Lord could 
not, in any serious sense, mean that He was a king : at 
any rate, he seems to think, (inasmuch as our Lord had 
three times used the word, " My kingdom," in His brief 
defence,) there was no little difficulty in conceiving what 
sort of kingdom He meant : — " Pilate therefore said unto 
Him, Art thou a king then ? " As though he had said, 
— ^Thou hast indeed explained away, and proved the 
accusation of Thine enemies to be false : but now Thy 
very explanation needs to be explained ; in that Thou 
dost still speak of Thy kingdom. Jesus answered, — 
" Thou sayest that I am a king :" — or, as the other 
Gospels record. He answered, — "Thou sayest it.'* And 
then follows the declaration, — '^ To this end was I bom, 
and for this cause came I into the world, that I should 
bear witness unto the truth. Every one that is of the 
truth heareth My voice." — (John xviii. 37.) 

It is impossible to imagine a stronger, and more 
uncompromising affirmation than this, that our Lord is 
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king: except it be, that He did not speak under adjura- 
tion, as He had done at the bar of Caiaphas. And the 
force of the affirmation appears in clearer light, when we 
reflect, that this is the very point, on which He is 
charged as being a dangerous person. For it might be 
supposed, that, in whatever sense the kingly character 
was assumed, there was a risk that the Governor would 
resent it. For he must have felt from the first mention 
of it, that it was a title Caesar would eye with shrewd 
suspicion, and treat with fierce jealousy; especially 
among so rebellious and fanatical a people as the Jews 
were at that time. And this gives emphasis to the 
apostle's words, — " Who before Pontius Pilate witnessed 
a good confession.' — (2 Tim. vi 13.) Good indeed was 
it, when He unhesitatingly maintained that His very 
purpose in being bom, and the very cause for which He 
came into the world was, to bear witness to the truth ; 
and to this truth in particular. But in what sense ? 
that He should reign by means of the truth, — ^which is 
adapted to all alike, and brings His kingdom alike to 
all, from the king that sways the sceptre, to the maid- 
servant that is behind the mill. As He adds, allowing 
of no exception, — "Eveiy one that is of the truth 
heareth My voice." 

In these words, however, we have something more 
than a general description of the subjects of the Saviour's 
kingdom. We may read in them another appeal to, and 
another claim made upon the Governor himself. This 
haughty ruler, a Eoman, and the representative of the 
imperial power, had scorned the very idea of hia b^m^^^ 1 
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listener to the lowly Jesiis. "Am I a Jew ? " — ^had been 
his indignant protest against his being drawn into any- 
such discipleship. Well, the Lord meekly let that pass. 
But as Pilate's question, — " Art Thou a king then ? '" 
required an explanation, and afforded another oppor- 
tunity, the Saviour gives the imperious Governor another 
intimation; — ^nay, more than that, He makes a direct and 
positive claim of supreme dominion over him, and all 
his boasted power. For such, in effect, is the solemn 
declaration, — "Every one that is of the truth heareth My 
voice." 

And, evidently, Pilate is not insensible of the claim 
made upon him. He feels again the hold which the 
Lord lays on him ; howbeit, he as quickly, though not 
so rudely shakes it off as he did before : — " Pilate saith 
imto Him, What is truth ? And when he had said this, 
he went out again." This question, — '' What is truth ? " 
has been understood to have been spoken in derision. 
It may be so. Certainly, it is said in utter unbelief, 
that there is such a thing as truth on earth. But it 
might be spoken, as much in sorrow as in contempt. 
For hej knew too well, there was no reliance on himself, 
carried headlong by the dark tempests of passion, that 
raged around him ; and with which at that very moment 
he was vainly struggling. And he saw no truth in the 
Jews, whose lying and wicked conduct was, then and 
there, by those very words of Christ, only too terribly 
exposed. And as to that poor, weak Man before him 
being— "The Truth"— how could that be ? How could He 
bear rule in the kingdom of truth, — ^that every one that 
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is of the truth should hear His voice ? He might be 
harmless, and umocent of all- the cruel charges which 
His enemies laid against Him. He might be a well- 
meaning enthusiast. But that for this cause He had 
come into the world, that He should bear witness unto 
the truth; and that He should expect the Eoman 
Governor to listen to Him : these were the dreaming^ 
of the wildest fancy. So — " Pilate saith unto Him, What 
is truth ? And when he had said this, he went out." — 
(John xviii. 38.) 

In this memorable interview, then, Jesus triumphantly 
refuted the iniquitous charges of the Jews against Him ; 
and explained to the Governor's satisfaction, that there 
was no setting of Himself up against Caesar ; however 
strong was the good confession, that the Lord was born 
to be a king : and though He claimed dominion over the 
Governor himself, and all his judgments and rule, and 
all his actions and thoughts ; that the Governor might 
declare himself to be on the side of truth. 

When Pilate, therefore, went Qut unto the Jews again, 
— " He saith unto them, I find in Him no fault at all." — 
(John xviii. 38.) St. Luke lets us know what effect this 
judgment of PUate produced. He tells us, — " They were 
the more fierce, saying. He stirreth up the people,, 
beginning from GaUlee to this place." — (Luke xxiii. 5.) 
And this effect is just what might be expected. For 
thus their second line of policy is broken through. And, 
remembering how Jesus had baflled them before their 
own tribunal, they might even now begin to fear for the 
result. 
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It would seem, that at this point Jesus was brought 
forth again from the judgment-hall. For we read thus 
in Matthew and Mark : — "And when He was accused of 
the chief priests and elders, He answered nothing. Then 
said Pilate unto Him, Hearest Thou not how many 
things they witness against Thee ? And He answered 
him to never a word; insomuch that the Governor 
marvelled greatly." — (Matt, xxvii. 12 — 14.) Two things 
might add to Pilate's astonishment at this silence. One 
would be, that he could never have witnessed anything 
at all approaching to it. And the other would be, that 
Christ had so readily replied to his inquiries just 
before, in the judgment-haU. There, with calmest self- 
possession, and words of divinest wisdom. He had 
explained His doctrine, and confuted their fierce and 
unfounded impeachment of Him. And Pilate might 
think, that if he only afforded our Lord the opportunity, 
which the rancour of His enemies might not have 
allowed Him, as His own best advocate, — for "never 
man spake like this man," — He would put them so to 
silence, that "all His adversaries would be ashamed." 
And for this purpose Pilate probably brought Him 
forward. For — ^" He saith unto Him, Hearest Thou not 
how many things they witness against Thee?" As 
Mark relates it, — "Pilate asked Him again, saying, 
Answerest Thou nothing ? behold, how many things 
they witness against Thee. But Jesus answered nothing; 
so that Pilate marvelled." — (Mark xv. 4, 5.) 

But we do not marvel. The Lord knew too well, 
that to refute these things would be to no purpose. 
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Should He expose every one of them, no single point 
would be gained. Why ? because the real issue was not 
yet raised. But Pilate as yet knew nothing of this. 
And in this his ignorance we have the reason of his 
repeated though unavailing efforts to release Christ. 
Because, in all conscience (they themselves being judges) 
Pilate was the one chiefly concerned in the matter, if the 
only offence of Jesus was that, — " He had stirred up the 
people, forbidding to pay tribute to Caesar, sajdng that 
He Himself is Christ a king." When, therefore, Pilate 
adjudged Him innocent of any such practices and inten- 
tions, the Governor might well suppose, that he could 
so far pacify their anger, that he might allow their 
prisoner to depart. Was He not now sufficiently 
watched ? Anyhow, we have convincing evidence, that 
as regards their accusations Christ's innocence and 
wisdom had vindicated Him before Pilate. 

And now there follows one of those terrible proofs, 
which Pilate gives of his own laxity of principle in this 
great business. We have seen, that at the outset he 
had offered to the Jews the alternative of taking Jesus, 
and judging Him according to their law. This was to 
deliver back Christ to His infuriated enemies; but 
Pilate cared not, so that he might rid himself of the 
matter. The same kind of thing now appears. For 
"when Pilate heard of Galilee, he asked whether the 
man were a Galilaean. And as soon as he knew that He 
belonged unto Herod's jurisdiction, he sent Him to 
Herod, who himself also was at Jerusalem at that 
time." — (Luke xxiii. 6, 7.) 
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Here we may notice two things : — First, that — " the 
<5hief priests and scribes stood and vehemently accused 
Him " before Herod. — (Luke xxiiL 10.) Doubtless they 
did this after the same fashion as before Pilate. For our 
Lord seems to have met them in the same way. And, 
secondly, that the most that Herod does, is that — " With 
his men of war he set Him at nought, and mocked Him, 
and arrayed Him in a gorgeous robe, and sent Him 
again to Pilate." — (Luke xxiii. 11.) And, in that Herod 
did not condemn Jesus, we have a complete vindication 
of Him at this bar also as against the Jews. For it 
was, surely, a fine opportunity for Herod to have shewn 
them a pleasure, in passing sentence of death upon 
Him; and so to have helped them in a matter evidently 
of great urgency; especially as they hac^ failed with 
Pilate. We may add, too, that Herod must have been 
conscious, that he would also, in sentencing Christ, have 
conferred a boon upon Pilate himself ; by relieving him 
of what was, confessedly, an embarrassing business. 
While, as regards the Saviour, it cannot be pretended, 
that Herod was deterred by any proper respect for Him: 
otherwise we should not hear of his mocking Him, and 
arraying Him in a gorgeous robe, and so sending Him 
back to Pilate. For this, if it meant anything, implied 
that scoffs and ridicule dealt out, though not equally, to 
the Jews and to their victim, were all that the case 
deserved. 

Thus are we remitted to Pilate's tribunal. And little 
is gained by this reference to Herod. Only the malice 
of the Jews is the more exposed, and they are the more 
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exasperated: while the Man of Sorrows is made the 
more contemptible than ever, as He now reappears to 
the eyes of Pilate. And who can tell, how much 
this evil example of Herod may have influenced the 
vacillating Governor in his subsequent conduct ? This 
sending of Jesus to Herod is related by Luke only. 
And he mentions this fact, — " And the same day Herod 
and Pilate were made friends together : for before they 
were at enmity between themselves." — (Luke xxiii. 12.) 
Thus these two worldlings can bury their enmity, while 
they compliment one another at the prisoner's cost and 
suffering ; in whose humiliation they mutually exult. 

If Pilate was chafed, that his expedient to shift the 
business from his own shoulders had failed ; yet this 
could not provoke any personal resentment; because 
Herod's judgment had accorded with his own. Eather 
on that score he might feel flattered. And in so far 
as Herod gave no sign, save of contempt of the Jews' 
accusation, that Jesus Christ claimed to be a king, Pilate 
had reason to be strengthened in his own determination 
to release Him. Still he had to confront the rulers ; and 
it is evident, they are as eager for blood as ever. Then, 
what shall Pilate do to meet them ? The scene which 
follows is characteristic : — " Pilate, when he had called 
together the chief priests and the rulers, and the people, 
said unto them, Te have brought this man unto me, as 
one that perverteth the people : and, behold, I, having 
examined Him before you, have found no fault in this 
man touching those things whereof ye accuse Him : no, 
nor yet Herod : for I sent you to him ; and, lo, nothiug 
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worthy of death is done unto Him. I will therefore 
chastise Him, and release Him." — (Luke xxiii 13 — 16.) 
The evil influence of Herod's bad example thus early 
shows itself. For though Pilate sees the force of the 
Saviour's acquittal at Herod's bar, their prisoner is not 
to have the benefit of it, but the Jews are to be farther 
gratified, by a further yielding to their inexorable de- 
mands. For, surely, no judge that could boast ever so, 
that he feared not God, nor regarded man, could have 
given utterance to a more shameless sentence, than the 
one just quoted, — " I will therefore chastise Him and 
release Him." Especially, when it is borne in mind 
that this chastising meant Eoman scourging, — ^and when 
it is remembered what sort of releasing Pilate proposed : 
— ^''For" (as St. Luke adds) "of necessity he must release 
one unto them at the feast." — (Luke xxiii. 17.) Think 
of the degradation of such a release. Matthew and 
Mark help us to appreciate it to the full. It gave occa- 
sion to a scene, the recital of which should make both 
the ears of every one that heareth it to tingle. It re- 
minds us of the saying, — " This is your hour, and the 
power of darkness." It is, perhaps, the scene of the 
deepest humiliation to man on record. For what both 
rulers and people were capable of, humanity is capable 
of. Yet is it recorded, as it was borne by our blessed 
Lord, without a murmur or complaint : — " Now at that 
feast he released unto them one prisoner, whomsoever 
they desired. And there was one named Barabbas, 
which lay bound with them that had made insurrection 
with Mm, who had committed murder in the insurrec- 
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tion :" — (this man^ then, was a veritable malefactor, a 
raiser of insurrection, a murderer.) " And the multi- 
tude crying aloud began to desire him to do as he had 
ever done to them. But Pilate answered them, saying, 
Will ye that I release unto you the king of the Jews ? 
For he knew that the chief priests had delivered Him 
for envy. But the chief priests moved the people, that 
he should rather release Barabbas unto them. And 
Pilate answered and said again unto them. What will 
ye then that I shall do unto Him whom ye call the 
king of the Jews ? And they cried out again, Crucify 
Him. Then Pilate said unto them. Why, what evil 
hath He done ? And they cried out the more exceed- 
ingly, Crucify Him.' —(Mark xv. 6—14.) In St. John's 
account (which accords with St. Mark's) it is stated, 
— " Then Pilate took Jesus and scourged Him." 

There is an unparalleled baseness in this proceeding, 
T3oth on the part of the Jews and on the part of Pilate. 
The Governor would seem to have suggested this mode 
of release, in the hope that by so branding Jesus as a 
malefactor, the Jews might be satisfied with such a 
letting of Him go. This view is the best that can be 
taken for Pilate, bad as it is. But at the same time, 
though he would so far screen our Lord from the penalty 
of the cross : there is, surely, a want of all true humanity 
in Pilate's conduct, when, on this occasion, he ealls the 
Saviour, — " The king of the Jews." For he must have 
known there was nothing more likely (as we see in the 
49equel) to enrage them against Jesus than this title. 
And the historian would seem to intimate, that it waa 
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done with such intent ; seeing that he adds, — " For he 
knew that the chief priests had delivered Him for 
envy/' So that Pilate, possibly out of sheer irritation 
at the obstinate infatuation of the Jews, seems at this 
moment to set them at defiance. For in provoking 
them, he runs counter to his own effort to pacify them. 
Is there an3iihing that might be offered in explanation 
of this ? I think it is to be found in the fact, that, at 
the time, he had made up his mind as to the course he 
meant to adopt ; and feeling confident of success in it, 
he can afford (so to speak) to set them and their utmost 
anger at defiance : — hence the taunt. 

But why, in making up his mind to a certain course, 
does he find in it this transient inspiration of boldness ? 
First, he has the example of Herod. Herod had got 
quit of the business, by treating Jesus and the Jews 
with contempt. And they had been obliged to chew 
that cud. Why should not he himself act with the like 
independence of judgment ? Secondly, as we have seen, 
he had the confirmation of Herod's decision, that Christ 
was not the dangerous person which the Jews repre- 
sented Him to be. In short, in Herod's judgment-hall 
the charge was treated as frivolous. Thirdly, PUate 
would notwithstanding gratify them far beyond what 
Herod had done ; for he (Pilate) though he found no 
fault in this man, (no, nor yet Herod,) would neverthe- 
less scourge Jesus first, and then set Him at large as a 
released malefactor. By going to these unconscionable 
lengths, PUate might well feel he could draw the line 
there, as the very utmost point to which he would 
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gratify them. And on this his resolve being taken, he 
can even use towards them the language of taunt. 

Here we cannot fail to observe, that, at this interview, 
the Jews have made a terrible advance in their demands 
on Pilate. We are apt to read the history, as though 
their demand was avowed before Pilate from the begin- 
ning ; — as though they at the outset had openly insisted 
on crucifixion. This may arise from the fact, that we 
are familiar with the story from first to last ; and because 
we have been told the result of their council, — that it 
was to put Jesus to death ; and that they therefore led 
Him away to Pilate for the purpose of having Him 
crucified. We know the utmost meaning of their word, 
when they tell the Governor, — " It is not lawful for us to 
put any man to death." But it does not follow, that 
he would gather up this at once. It might be inferred ; 
but it was not directly stated. And. we must wait till 
their return from Herod, and till Pilate has himself 
said what he thinks ought to suffice, — seeing that neither 
he nor Herod find fault in this Man, — " I will therefore 
chastise Him and release Him:" — we must wait till 
this decision is given, to hear the frightful cry raised, 
" — " crucify Him." 

And this is natural enough. For, of necessity, the 
first point is to prove Him guilty of something. Until 
that is done, how can the punishment be measured out ? ^ 

They themselves admit this, when they accuse Jesus of 
being a malefactor, and of setting Himself up as king. 
And this first point is not yet cleared up ; that is, they 
have not yet established any charge. How then can i\^«^ i 
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discuss the penalty to be inflicted ? But Pilate himself 
brings matters to a point, when, having called them 
together, he states in precise terms the exact situation 
of affairs, and tells them in effect, that it is impossible 
for him to treat the question as one of life and death ; 
for at both tribunals they had failed to prove that Jesus 
had done anything worthy of death : and he goes on to 
tell them what is the sentence he means to inflict, — " I 
will, therefore, chastise Him and release Him/* Nor 
even now does the cry — " crucify Him" — at once break 
forth. But their cry refers to the choice of the murderer, 
in preference to the Prince of life : — " They cried out all 
at once, saying, Away with this man, and release unto 
us Barabbas." — (Luke xxiii. 18.) 

Thus Pilate's offer to scourge and release our Lord 
avails nothing. They had rather have Barabbas with 
all his crimes and without scourging, than the spotless 
Son of Man released among them as a malefactor with 
scourging. The Governor can scarcely believe his ears. 
And again he raises the question, and says unto them,— 
" Whether of the twain will ye that I release unto you ? 
They said, Barabbas."— (Matt xxvii 21.) As if Pilate 
had said unto them, — See what you are doing. If such 
is the shamelessness of your conduct, let it be clearly 
understood that such is indeed the case ! For if so, 
what a position I am in. I have told you, I find no 
fault in this man. And yet I have offered to scourge 
Him, and then to let Him go as an infamous malefactor ; 
and this is not enough. What more would you have ? 
— " What shall I do then with Jesus which is called 
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Christ V* This it is which brings on the crisis : — "They 
all say unto him, let Him be crucified/' — (Matt, xxvii. 
22.) Or as it is more graphically described by St. 
Luke, — " They cried, saying, crucify Him, crucify Him." 
On this (and the very same words find a record in three 
Gospels,) St. Luke tells us, Pilate — *' Said unto them 
the third time. Why, what evil hath He done ?" And, 
according to Luke's account, Pilate adds, — "I have found 
no cause of death in Him ; I will therefore chastise 
Him, and let Him go. And they were instant with 
loud voices, requiring that He might be crucified." — 
(Luke xxiii. 22, 23.) 

In this we see how the cry, — "Let Him be crucified," 
— ^was raised ; — ^when Pilate had resolved on the sentence 
of scourging and releasing ; — when they had claimed 
rather to have Barabbas ; — when Pilate had thereupon 
asked, — " What shall I do then with Jesus which is 
called Christ ? " And we see, too, the Governor s amaze- 
ment in his demand, (so natural in his then ignorance 
of what was behind,) — " Why, what evil hath He done ? 
I have found no cause of death in Him." And we see 
also Pilate's determination, notwithstanding their uproar, 
to adhere to his sentence, — " I will therefore chastise 
Him, and let Him go." Thus Pilate clings to the idea, 
that if he only holds to his purpose, as Herod had 
done, he may carry his point. And who does not see, 
that if the only charge against Jesus had been, that in 
some sense He had set Himself up to be a king ; so 
stem a punishment as scourging would in all reason 
have sufficed ? And the more so, when on their part 
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the charge was vague and unsupported ; and on the 
Saviour's part had been so completely refuted. While, 
therefore, we fully recognize the sin of Pilate in yield- 
ing as he had done to the rulers ; we cannot wonder, 
on the other hand, though in spite of their protestations, 
that Pilate should still hope to prevail, if he adhered 
to his sentence of scourging, 

Jesus, therefore, is delivered over to the soldiers, that 
He might be scourged. And as Pilate had followed the 
bad example of Herod, so they improve upon the ex- 
ample of both. For when they had scourged Jesus, — 
" They call together the whole band, and platted a crown 
of thorns, and put it about His head, and clothed Him 
with purple, and began to salute Him, and bowing their 
knees, worshipped Him, Hail, King of the Jews ! And 
they did spit on Him, and they smote Him on the head 
with a reed."— (Mark xv. 16—19.) 

This being over, John tells us, — ^"Pilate, therefore, went 
forth again, and saith unto them. Behold, I bring Him 
forth to you, that ye may know that I find no fault in 
Him." — (John xix. 4.) This is an amazing declaration 
for a judge to make, when he brings forth this innocent 
Man, whom he has just handed over to the rude soldiery 
to scourge and to outrage ; who have restored Him to 
their chief in His present plight. Verily, the Scripture 
hath not said in vain, — "The tender mercies of the wicked 
are cruel." For these are the tender mercies of Pilate. 
He does this, as he deems, for the protection of the 
Saviour against what Pilate considers a worse alterna- 
tive^ namely, crucifixion. For in this way the Governor 
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would appease the malice of the Jews : thinking, in 
spite of their own protestation, and notwithstanding 
their tumultuous cry, — "Crucify Him, crucify Him," — he 
must, by the spectacle he will now present to them, 
prevail to allay, if not to quench their utmost rancour, 

" Then came Jesus forth, wearing the crown of thorns, 
and the purple robe. And Pilate saith unto them, 
Behold the man ! " — (John xix. 5.) And again we 
may say, if there were not something behind, — of which 
PUate himself is as yet ignorant, — reasonable were the 
hope that they might be moved, not to say melted by 
such an appeal. Had the Lord put forth any claim to 
be king ? See, to what a pitiable condition it has 
brought Him, — scourged, and covered with blood, spit 
upon, the sport of the vilest of mankind, crowned with 
thorns, and clothed in mockery with the purple. If 
«ver there were a sight under Heaven, to rend the 
hearts of men, that was the moment when Pilate said, 
— " Behold, I bring Him forth to you, that ye may know 
that I find no fault in Him. When (therefore) He came 
forth, wearing the crown of thorns and the purple robe ; 
and Pilate saith unto them. Behold the man I " 

What, then, was the effect of this appeal? is Pilate's 
expectation answered ? Nay, he is further from it than 
ever. For he does but whet their appetite by the sight. 
And he does but feed their resolution to coerce him, by 
the scandalous malversation of justice he thus proves 
lie can perpetrate, and by the frightful instalment he 
thus gives them of the dreadful consummation, for 
ivhich in full chorus they still clamour : — '* When the 
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chief priests therefore and officers saw Him, they cried 
out, saying, Crucify Him ! crucify Him ! " — (John xix. 
6.) Now, therefore, happens just what we might anti- 
cipate. Pilate is driven to desperation. For it i& 
evident, that he has not the courage to deny them 
altogether. He had not from the first, he has not 
now, he has not to the last. Yet what can he do more,, 
if he will not, in the same breath proclaim the Saviour 
to be faultless, and order Him off to be crucified ? There 
is but one way out of it ; that will he adopt. He had 
before given them leave, to take Jesus and judge Him 
according to their law. He will now give them per- 
mission, to take Him and do with Him even as they 
list ; only let it not be Pilate's doing. Why, he will be 
the laughing-stock of Herod, at their first friendly 
greeting : — " Pilate,'* therefore, " saith unto them. Take 
ye Him and crucify Him: for I find no fault in Him.'" 
— (John xix. 6.) 

This seems to have been spoken by the Governor, as 
his final, stern determination. As it is said, — " He was 
determined to let Him go." — (Acts iii. 13.) The words 
of themselves bear this meaning,— that the rulers may 
take this as Pilate's ultimatum. For he clenches it 
with a sufficient, nay, an insuperable reason : he says,^ — 
" For I find no fault in Him." How, then, in any 
decency, to say nothing of conscience, can they ask him, 
much less compel him, to go beyond what he had 
already shamefully done to gratify them 1 They had 
absolutely failed to prove the shadow of a fault against 
Christ, and yet they demand of Pilate that he should 
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send Him to the cross ! What demand could be more 
audacious, — more intensely abominable ? What conduct 
on the Governor's part could exceed in atrocity the 
crime he would commit, if on such* a finding he pro- 
nounced such a sentence ? 

And as Pilate's words bear upon them the impress 
of this stem resolution, which he might the more 
confirm, by his evident anger, and a certain indignant 
and defiant manner, (of which we shall see more 
hereafter) : so the effect of his words on them plainly 
shews, how they on their part understood his meaning 
and interpret the nature of the crisis. They feel at 
once the overwhelming weight of the Governor's remon- 
strance. How can they pursue further their present 
line of action ? The infamy of it is such that language 
fails to declare it. And it is remarkable, that they are 
not insensible of the position they are in, and of the 
advantage which at this moment the Governor has over 
them. For, we should carefully note, that at this 
jimcture there is not only an absence of all tumult, and 
all threatening on their part (as we know subsequently 
took place); but there is, in a sense, as was greatly 
needed, a sort of subdued tone, an apologetic attitude,. 
a speaking with bated breath ; though withal a certain 
measured, deadly tread, as of men who step forward to 
say, they are settled to do or die. For now they are 
reduced to the necessity of letting Pilate know the real 
truth of the matter. It might be, they had failed to 
prove their prisoner guilty of any fault before Pilate ;. 
and well might they have so failed ; for no one knew 
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better than they did, — to their infinite discomfiture at 
their own tribunal, and that in spite of false witnesses, 
— that He was indeed innocent touching those things 
whereof they accused Him : no, these were but shallow 
pretexts. 

III. But let not the Governor think for all that, that 
there is really no fault in this Man. He may not be a 
malefactor. He may not be guilty of sedition and 
treason. But they can tell Pilate, (and they do now, 
therefore, because they must tell him,) that this seem- 
ingly faultless Man is yet laden with sin and wickedness 
far beyond and above malefaction, — (that being an 
offence against man) : for He is guilty — and they have 
found Him so and condemned Him for it, — of blasphemy 
against God : — '* The Jews answered him. We have 
a law, and by our law He ought to die, because He 
made Himself the Son of God." — (John xix. 7.) 

To have to avow this was, doubtless, to them the 
very deepest vexation and humiliation. For in a 
moment it changes the complexion and meaning of the 
whole business. It is at once, on their part, a confession, 
— that Jesus is innocent of the crimes they had laid to 
His charge ; and, therefore, that all their charges were 
false, and all Pilate's findings were right ; — ^and that the 
issues hitherto raised were only for the purpose of 
deceiving the Governor. It was also to avow, that, 
— though they had failed in that most wicked design, — 
there was yet more behind, even the heinous offence 
that--" He made Himself the Son of God." Thus Pilate 
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is given to understand, what all their excitement, and 
•cabal, and concourse, and heat are about; — that they 
should prevail on him to execute by crucifixion one, 
whom they had condemned for so great blasphemy. 

This, as I said, changes the complexion of affairs 
entirely. And Pilate fails not to see this at a glance. 
Then how is he on his part affected by the change ? 
We have no difficulty in realizing this sudden revolution 
in affairs : — ^the mingled feelings of the Jews, as they 
drank of the cup of their own mixing ; and as they 
keenly scanned the demeanour of Pilate, to discover 
what course he would now be likely to adopt : — and the 
astonishment with which the Governor hears the 
stupendous avowal, — coming as it did immediately 
upon the message he had just received from his wife 
and her solemn warning; on which he had, indeed, 
formed and declared his late decision. As to the Lord 
Himself, who knew to what things were tending, we 
may rest assured, He heard the announcement with 
unruflled serenity of spirit, — a perfect and Divine 
example of what He counsels us to aim at : — " In your 
patience possess ye your souls." St. John tells us, — 
^* When Pilate therefore heard that sayiag, he was the 
more afraid." — (John xix. 8.) 

This fear must be imderstood in more directions than 
one. Pilate's vacillating conduct indicates what his 
fears were. He was harassed on all sides. On the one 
side, he was too proud to give sentence without forming 
his own judgment. He was, so to speak, afraid to do 
that ; which would have been his easiest, even if it were 
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an unprecedented course. And having formed hi* 
judgment, he was still less disposed to give sentence 
against his own finding : he feared to do that. And 
well might he hesitate to imbue his hands in the blood 
of such an One as our Lord ; and to incur the infamy of 
sending such a Man to the cross, — especially, after what 
he had seen of Jesus that day, and after the message 
which thrilled his very soul from his own wife. Every- 
thing tended to quicken his inmost conscience. On the 
other hand, he feared to offend the Jews, with whom he 
already stood in ill odour, and whose enmity if provoked 
might cause him exceeding trouble. And there they 
were in vast array before him, both rulers and people. 
They had come to him designedly to put on him the 
greater constraint ; that they might overawe him with 
their terrible earnestness in this most dread business. 
Yet while Pilate was allowed to suppose, that he had 
only to deal with the frivolous charge that our Lord set 
Himself up to be a king ; Pilate might flatter himself 
the tumult would subside if he maintained his ground ; 
especially, as he on his part had greatly yielded in 
order to gratify the Jews. 

But in a moment any such hope is cut away from 
him. And he is given to understand all at once what 
he had not known till now, that the matter is infinitely 
more serious than he had at all imagined. And he now 
sees on the part of the Jews that they mean him to 
understand, why they will accept no compromise; — 
that they mean him to know, that, absolutely, with 
them there is but one way out of it. For they now let 
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Pilate see, why their utmost wrath and fanaticism are 
roused against this Man ; — and that they can plead in 
their own behalf and do afi&rm, that according to their 
law nothing can satisfy them, and that nothing shall 
satisfy them, but that Jesus shall die; for that — "By their 
law He ought to die, because He made Himself the Son 
of God." And Pilate, they mean, shall understand 
further, that, as the inflicting of the penalty of death 
has passed out of their hands, their settled purpose is, 
that, however unwilling and resolute he may be, he 
himself shall in this case be the executioner. Thus they 
carry out their all but last device. They are forced 
sorely against their will to avow, that they themselves 
have not been able to condemn Christ, except for this 
one thing, that — "He made Himself the Son of God." 

Pilate, then, having on a sudden to face this new 
aspect of aflfairs, is the more afraid. For, in addition to 
the reasons just referred to, he must have become 
aware, how intensely he had irritated the Jews, by not 
having given sentence already on their false charges. 
For now it has become transparent, that they had 
wished and laboured above all things to hide, what his 
conduct had compelled them to divulge. Much as they 
hated Christ for making Himself the Son of God, their 
aim had most assuredly been, to get Him crucified as a 
malefactor. But this was now at an end. The truth is 
at last out. They have not said, because to afi&rm it 
was simply impossible, that they had condemned. Him, 
"because He set Himself up to be the Christ, — or even 
bL^ause He had declared Himself to be a king. Yet 
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the pressure upon them to avow this, could they have 
done so, was great to the last degree. Could they 
have done so, and had they done so, then there would 
have been no need anxiously to scan Pilate's coun- 
tenance, to see how he received that statement. It 
would have aided him materially ; it would not have 
scared him. But they have had to proclaim another, 
and a very different finding. It is this, — " We have a 
law, and by our law He ought to die, because He made 
Himself the Son of God." Pilate on hearing thia 
spoken with flashing eyes and bated breath, discerns in 
what a position he is placed, being exposed to their 
burning resentment for what he had already done, and 
liable to their utmost fury, should he still withstand 
their hideous and fell determination, to wrest from him 
the awful sentence he alone can pronounca 

Yet, if we reflect, how is it possible for him to yield 
to them ? — how can he give sentence on such a finding ? 
The more the circumstances are weighed, the greater 
does the difi&culty of the situation appear ; and the 
more clearly do we see cause for that anxious council^ 
which the Jews had held in the early morning. For 
how could they foresee what effect would follow, should 
they have to tell Pilate the real fact ? In a word, 
should all their false issues fail, as at their own bar, 
and the true issue transpire, — as had now despite of 
everything actually happened, — what would come of it t 

For we have not said all that appertains to Pilate's 
fears on the other side, — that is, on the side of Christ. 
Sad not Pilate greatly violated his conscience, in what 
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he had already done ? And now the only ground on 
which he had abused his power to scourge Jesus, was 
abandoned even by themselves. He gave them credit 
for believing that Christ had set Himself up to be a King. 
Or, perhaps, to put it more correctly, he gave them the 
benefit of what he felt was a mere pretext ; and now 
the very pretext itself has vanished. What can he 
do? Yet almost simultaneously with the warning 
message from his wife, he is confronted with a vastly 
augmented difficulty in dealing with the Jews. If we 
try to realize his perplexity, we can imagine him saying, 
— ^What can I do ? They are more set on blood than 
ever ; yet how is it possible to yield to them ? Is it not 
literally true, is it not their own confession, does not 
every word and incident go to establish, — ^what ? that 
this Man's sole and only offence is, that — He makes 
Himself the Son of God. 

Can any one wonder, — any one that has a heart and 
soul within him, — ^that Pilate, worldling as he was, 
and habituated to scenes of wickedness and to deeds of 
blood, should be — '' the more afraid ?" That Jesus was 
no ordinary man Pilate must have known by report. He 
must have heard of His miracles, His doctrine. His 
transcendent power over the multitude, as on His late 
triumphant entry into Jerusalem. In short, he must 
have — " heard of the fame of Jesus." This Man was 
now before him, imder circumstances unparalleled in all 
human experience. And ffis conduct was unexampled. 
Both before Pilate alone, and in the presence of His 
enemies. He carried Himself with surpassing wiada^a.. 
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and patience, and fortitude, and humility ; — with a lofty 
bearing, which nothing could quell, yet with a meekness 
more than human ; — with an apparent indifference to 
results, though without a tinge of hardihood, or trace of 
recklessness. And Pilate had intelligence to observe all 
this, insomuch that we are told in one particular, — *' That 
the Governor marvelled greatly." And, now, after all 
these proceedings, it transpires that Jesus' only offence 
is, — not that He declares Himself to be a King, — 
(though in the loftiest sense He affirms even that to the 
Governor himself) — but that He makes Himself the 
Son of Gfod. 

And would not Pilate be the more awestruck at this, 
from the manner in which it transpires ? For though 
he had been in the dark about this, Jesus had known 
it. And by it He might have refuted the false charges 
of His enemies from the outset, by simply telling 
Pilate, that they had failed to prove Him a malefactor 
at their own bar ; and that they had condemned Him 
on the one only charge which they had just divulged. 
Yet had our Lord maintained an inviolable silence upon 
this point. No defence on this score had He so much 
as hinted at, though he had been mercilessly scourged, 
on the shameless pretence that He claimed an earthly 
kingdom. Pilate could not suppose, that Christ had 
failed for want of intelligence, or for want of self-pos- 
session, to plead this in bar to the sentence of scourging. 
He had stood by when Pilate said, — " I will therefore 
chastise Him and release Him." Yet, literally, '' as a 
sheep before her shearers is dumb, so He opened not 
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His mouth." Neither could Pilate have forgotten, that 
the Lord had tendered instruction to himself, — though 
a prisoner bound before his judgment-seat. He could 
not but remember that Jesus, nothing daunted at the 
rude rebuff, — " Am I a Jew ?" — ^had not flinched in one 
brief sentence to dispose of the whole indictment ; — 
nay, had not failed, even under that ordeal, to declare 
the nature of His eternal kingdom, and to assert His 
dominion over all who ranged themselves under the 
banner of truth. Besides all this Pilate could not but 
observe that, under the most cruel mockings and 
scourging, and through all the harass of that dreadful 
morning, Jesus had not so much as uttered a murmur, 
or breathed the faintest reproach ; and that He now 
stands forth as actually condemned by the voice of 
His own people upon this one only charge, — that He 
aflBrms Himself to be the Son of God. Verily, Pilate 
himself must be something more or less than human, 
if he do not feel, — if he is not oppressed with the con- 
viction, that such a Man is something more than man. 
Who then and What can He be ? Pilate instinctively 
thinks, no one better able to tell him than the Man 
Himself: — "When Pilate therefore heard that saying, 
he was the more a&aid ; and went again into the judg- 
ment-hall, and saith unto Jesus, whence art thou ? But 
Jesus gave him no answer." — (John xix. 8, 9.) 

We easily discern the reason of this movement: 
Pilate had found the Saviour ready to reply to all his 
questions, when they were together in the judgment- 
hall. But He had been utterly silent in the ^t^^\:^<j^ 
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of His infuriated foes. Yet He might have something 
equally brief, and equally convincing to say on this 
new charge. And then there was policy in having our 
Lord's answer aside ; that Pilate might well consider Ids 
next step, before he committed himself further. And 
now we mark the altered tone of the Governor, truly 
indicative of the awe in which he stood. Not again does 
he approach Jesus in that off-handed style, in which 
he had questioned Him before, when they had accused 
Him of claiming to be King. Pilate had no hesitation 
then in demanding, — " Thou art the King of the Jews ?" 
They have now accused Him of making Himself the Son 
of God. But Pilate ventures not the equivalent demand, 
— Thou art the Son of God ? He cannot bring him- 
self to speak the awful word : but saith unto Him, — 
" Whence art thou ?" as though he would not draw too 
nigh, but keep at the utmost distance he could. He 
would leave Jesus to deal with this matter wholly in 
His own way. And this the Governor could the more 
easily do, because the Lord had stood by, and had heard 
the avowal, — "We have a law, and by our law He 
ought to die, because He made Himself the Son of 
God." Pilate therefore saith unto Him, — " Whence art 
thou r 

"But Jesus gave him no answer." The question 
might be repeated, that the Saviour might have full time 
to consider His reply ; but to no purpose. He heard 
the Governor from the judgment-seat demanding of 
Him, — " Whence art thou ?" yet to this demand He 
renders no response. He knows the question refers to 
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the last charge His enemies had made against Him 
But though He had been free to converse with the 
Governor on their late interview, when the impeach- 
ment was, — '* Thou art the King of the Jews :" yet does 
He now make no reply. Pilate wonders why no reply : 
for he considers not, that he has effectually closed the 
door against himself. Had he not refused with scorn 
Christ's gracious advance, when He had meekly inquired 
of him, — " Sayest thou this thing of thyself, or did others 
tell it thee of Me ?" And what right has Pilate now, 
to expect an answer to this new demand ? Had he be- 
come a Jew in the short interval ? by no means. But 
he had flagrantly sinned in scourging this innocent 
Man, in whom he found no fault at all. And with 
hands thus dyed in blood, is he to receive a reply from 
the holy Sufferer to the demand, — " Whence art thou ?*' 
no, he will be dealt with even as those other foes, before 
whom Jesus held His peace. 

For the charge now laid against Christ is not like 
the former, that He had set Himself up against Caesar. 
Then Pilate had an answer as Judge ; because, notwith- 
standing his scornful repudiation of even the appear- 
ance of discipleship, he could still say, — " What hast 
thou done ? " But now there is no place for the question, 
— "Whence art thou?" For as a learner Pilate had 
scorned to listen, and as judge he had no right to ask. 
Whether Jesus were the Son of God or not, was not 
within the jurisdiction of the Eoman Governor. While 
therefore the Lord Jesus, in rendering unto Csesar the 
things that are Caesar's, immediately Te^\ifefiL Vi "Gsifc ^^- 
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mand of Pilate, — " What hast thou done ?" He exercised 
His right to demur to the question, — "Whence art 
thou ? " and — " Gave him no answer." 

This affords a strong contrast to what had taken place 
before the Council There the adjuration of the High 
Priest was met with the instant reply, — "Thou hast said,** 
— "I am." For to them appertained the promises. They 
had been under tutors and governors to train them to 
expect the Lord. To them the Baptist had been 
sent, specially to prepare the way before Him. It was, 
therefore, for them to accept or to reject the Son of 
God, when He declared Himself. They were on their 
trial. That was the day of their visitation. When 
Jesus stood at their bar, as the sworn Witness to the 
truth, the crisis of the national destiny was upon them. 
They themselves had brought it about. When, therefore, 
in their infatuated opposition, instead of receiving the 
Lord, they had led Him bound before their highest 
tribunal ; it was part of His high commission, — ^it was 
matter of the most transcendent obligation, that He 
should give His testimony, let the consequences be what 
they might : — " Let God be true, but every man a liar." 
But these reasons apply not to our Lord's present 
position at the bar of the Eoman Governor, that Pilate 
should presume to question Him, — " Whence art thou ?" 
And this circumstance does but add to the exceedinsr 
grace, which our Lord had shewn to Pilate at the former 
interview. That grace Pilate in his ignorance (like too 
many) abused both ways. Before, he had scornfully re- 
k jected it, as though he had loeeiL inaulted by the conde- 
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scension. And now he presumes upon it, as though he 
could command it at pleasure. Hence his astonishment, 
when, instead of the instant reply he looked for, — 
"Jesus gave him no answer.'* Ah, Pilate, — and the 
remark applies to every self-sufficient man, — ^thei'e is 
infinitely more in Christ Jesus than thou canst so much 
as dream of. 

It has been surmised, that Jesus gave the Governor 
no answer, because, if He had declared the truth, Pilate 
would not have dared to crucify Him. If it were so, 
then let the Saviour's silence now be contrasted with 
His conduct before the council. We have seen how 
He spoke out there, with the full knowledge that they 
would condemn Him for what He said. Before Pilate, 
according to this surmise, our Lord will not speak, lest 
if He spoke sentence against Him should be withheld. 
But we may rest the explanation of this silence on the 
ground of a broad principle, when we reflect that 
Pilate had no possible right to make the demand. For 
he himself had distinctly stated the only terms on which 
he would hold intercourse with Christ, when he said,— 
" Thine own nation and the chief priests have delivered 
Thee unto me : what hast Thou done ? " 

At the same time, the whole bearing of Pilate, in 
taking Jesus again into the judgment-hall, and in the 
awe with which he now approaches his prisoner, clearly 
indicates that he accepted the last statement of the 
Jews as true. His fears imply as much. His question 
takes for granted, that the Jews had charged our Lord 
truly, when they said, — " He made Himself the Son of 
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God." For, inasmuch as Pilate did not repeat their 
words, and ask, — Art Thou the Son of God ? but evaded 
that mode of speech altogether ; we see, that, if he had 
had any doubt of their veracity on this point, both that 
doubt and policy too would naturally have led him to 
ask, — Hast Thou made any such affirmation ? That would 
have been a simple question of fact And it would 
have corresponded with Pilate's former demand, — ^" What 
hast Thou done ?" And Pilate might well have said, 
— ^The Jews have shewn themselves in this matter so 
false, that I know not whether they are lying still. 
Tell me. Hast Thou made Thyself the Son of God ? 
Whether the Lord would have vouchsafed an answer to 
such an inquiry, we need not consider. For myself, 
I see no reason to suppose He would have hesitated 
a moment. But I call attention to the absence of any 
such inquiry on Pilate's part, as evidence that he assumed 
this present charge of the Jews to be a true charge. 
For Pilate was too keen an observer of men, not to 
perceive that, when they had kept back this charge, till 
driven by necessity to divulge it, the truth was at 
last out Besides, they had done this while the Saviour 
stood by and heard it. So that, if He thought well, and 
if it were not a true charge. He had the opportunity to 
deny it. And, moreover, there is nothing in the charge 
but what accords with all Pilate might have heard of 
Christ, and His mighty works ; and with what Pilate 
had now seen in Him, and heard from Him with his 
own ears. Therefore, Pilate, had no doubt on this point 
And when he asked the question, — "Whence art Thou ?" 
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li6 consciously shifted the ground he before occupied, 
when he said, — "What hast Thou done?" In other 
words, Jie spoke not now as Governor, and he knew it ; 
but he spoke as Pilate : and his question was the dictate 
of his fears. The point that disturbed him was this, — 
What must I think of this man ? how must I regard 
Him whom I am thus violently urged to crucify ? 
Pilate's anxiety, therefore, was not that he might hear 
and believe ; but that he might steer his course, not by 
what was right — (that he already knew) — but by cunning. 
We ought, however, to observe, that the inference to 
be gathered from the Lord's silence on this question, is 
that He allows Pilate to take this charge of the Jews 
to be true. That is, Jesus impliedly admits that what 
the Jews have now afl&rmed of Him, — ** That He made 
Himself the Son of God," — is even so. For, as already 
mentioned, our Lord has heard their impeachment. He 
has no occasion as before to inquire how Pilate came 
to put this question. And, as I said. He has the oppor- 
timity to deny it, if it were in any sense imtrue. And 
His silence now must not be understood like His silence, 
when Pilate brought Him out to the fury of the people. 
For, in the first place. He is now in the retirement of the 
judgment-hall. In the next place, this charge has not 
been laid against Him with uproar, but rather with 
bated breath and dread solemnity. And, further, it 
was a charge in its nature altogether of a dififerent 
kind, and, as we know, the one grand issue of the 
whole business. If any one, however, is not satisfied 
with these reasons for afGoming, that our Lord's silence 
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implies His acquiescence in the charge now brought 
against Him : still there can be no denial^ that our 
Lord suffers Pilate to infer as much ; while that silence 
operates as a demurrer to Pilate's jurisdiction, and a 
refusal to plead herein at his bar. The Governor there- 
fore is left to understand this charge in the highest 
sense, and in the best way he is able. 

And, in this circumstance, we have a further confir- 
mation of the fact, that Jesus Christ died in testimony 
of the truth, that He is the Son of God in the high 
meaning of that term. For the Jews cannot be sup- 
posed, in what they have now declared, to palter with 
Pilate. The sense in which they mean him to under- 
stand, that they had found the Saviour guilty of death, 
is no mere play upon the word, — Christ. They had 
made the utmost use, or rather abuse of that title 
already, when they pretended that the Lord had 
thereby claimed to be king in opposition to Csesar. 
That pretext had failed them. And it seems incon- 
ceivable, that they would begin another charge on the 
same ground as before. No ; so far as the natural in- 
ference from their conduct goes, they have abandoned 
as hopeless the charge that He had made Himself a 
king, which was founded on His declaring Himself to 
be the Christ. And there can be no contention, that 
their present charge is equivalent to saying, — We 
have a law, and by our law He ought to die ; because 
He made Himself the Christ. Have .we the slightest 
reason to think that if they had said this, Pilate would 
have been the more afraid? and that he would have 



BEFOBE PILATE. 121 

made another adjournment to the judgment-hall ? the 
idea is untenable for a moment. Pilate had sufficiently 
questioned Jesus on this head, and had found in Him 
no fault at all. Their words in that case would not 
have suggested to Pilate the awe-struck demand,. 
— " Whence art Thou ?" they would have suggested the 
inquiry,— "What art Thou?" And, clearly, the Lord 
had sufficiently answered on that point, when He had 
declared Himself to be a king ; adding, — " To this end 
was I bom, and for this cause came I into the world,. 
that I should bear witness to the truth." Pilate under- 
stood this, to set forth the Saviour's office. But the 
words, — "Whence art Thou ?" — which is the inquiry that 
spontaneously sprang to his lips, when he heard that 
Jesus — " Made Himself the Son of God," — ^point to a 
dififerent issue, or words are bereft of meaning. 

And to aid us in arriving as nearly as possible at the 
import of this inquiry, — "Whence art Thou ?" we should 
weigh the whole circumstances under which Pilate made 
it. He had heard the words we have just quoted, — " To 
this end was I bom, and for this cause came I into the 
world." Such an unwonted expression must have pro- 
duced its effect on Pilate's mind. What human being 
ever used such language either before or since ? It im- 
plies a previous existence, a previous consciousness, a pre- 
vious plan and purpose and will. For while the former 
part of the sentence, — " To this end was I born,"— inti- 
mates the mode of the Saviour's coming into the world, 
that is, by birth ; the latter words import, that His so 
coming was His own doing, and for a definite, foreseen 
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«nd ; — an end certainly (Pilate would allow) the most 
extraordinary that ever was heard of, — ^"That He should 
bear witness to the truth/* And if this saying rested in 
Pilate's mind, — :and the Saviour's whole bearing would 
give the words an immense emphasis, — then the question, 
— " Whence art Thou V* would not arise merely from 
what Pilate had just heard, — that Jesus made Himself 
the Son of God. But rather that question was the result 
of his own thoughts upon what the Lord Himself had 
spoken to him ; especially, as all that he had both heard 
and seen was combined with the impeachment, that this 
same Man declared Himself to be the Son of Gtod. 

I have sought to put in its true light, what was the 
impression made on Pilate's mind by this impeachment ; 
because, so far as it goes, it helps us to ,a true under- 
standing of the trial of Jesus Christ before Pilate ; and 
because the sacred writer has left us to weigh the 
statement, that, — " When Pilate heard that saying, he 
was the more afraid ; and went again into the judgment- 
hall, and saith unto Jesus, Whence art Thou ? " But 
(as we have seen and may yet see more clearly) he had 
no ground for putting the question, and, therefore, no 
right to expect a reply. Accordingly, therefore, we 
read that — ^" Jesus gave him no answer." And, perhaps, 
besides whatever other reasons we may assign for this 
— "no answer," — we ought to reflect, that, however 
Pilate might desire a reply, he was, under the circum- 
stances, dealt with best even for his own sake, by our 
Lord's silence. That such was the case, we may infer 
from this consideration, — that if he were incapable of 
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understanding it^ an answer would only have tended 
to mislead him ; — and that, if he were able to under-: 
^tand it, his responsibility would only be by so much 
the greater. Thus are mercy and judgment ever mingled 
in the divine dealings. At all events, whether we 
rightly appreciate it or not,— "Jesus gave him no 
answer." 

Pilate cannot repress his astonishment and vexation 
at this. He is stung to the quick. He exclaims, — 
*' Speakest Thou not unto me ? Knowest Thou not that 
I have power to crucify Thee, and power to release 
Thee 1 " — (John xix. 10.) His astonishment is evident; 
for the original marks the emphasis on the word, " me ; " 
— " Speakest Thou not xmto (even) me ? " Pilate had 
noticed the silence, with which our Lord had met the 
Jews. And even at that he had — *' marvelled greatly." 
But he might construe that silence into an appeal to 
himself as Governor ; as though Jesus were content to 
leave the result in his hands. But why this silence 
now in the judgment-hall to the very Governor himself 
^seated on his judgment-seat ? Did the Lord Jesus 
mean to treat Pilate in the same manner in which He 
had treated the Jews ? If (so to speak) He chose to set 
the rulers at nought, as unworthy of an answer ; does 
He in like manner think to defy the majesty of Eome ? 

This astonishment is, therefore, mingled with anger ; 
for here is a threat, — '* Knowest Thou not that I have 
power to crucify Thee?" Pilate might have felt 
gratified by the Saviour's former readiness to answer 
him, in contrast with the distance at which He kept 
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the Jews, whose revilings He could not be induced to 
notice. But now, on a sudden, beyond Pilate's com- 
prehension, he finds himself meted out in the same 
measure. To such a man as Pilate this must have been 
exceedingly offensive. He is therefore angry and 
threatens. 

Still, he is under the influence of no small fear ; and 
he desires nothing so much now, as that the mysterious 
Man before him would resolve him of his doubts. 
Therefore, with threatening he mingles promise ; and in 
both we may read the agony of appeal, — ^"Knowest 
Thou not that I have power to crucify Thee, and power 
to release Thee ? " Was ever a more atrocious speech 
uttered from the judgment-seat ? Was ever a more 
glaring proof given, that the judge needs pre-eminently 
the guidance and sway of that truth, of which Pilate 
had asked, — What is it ? and went his way. His present 
speech, therefore, is quite characteristic of him ; and it 
shows that the Jews had formed no false estimate of 
him, when, weighing him in their own balances, they 
had reckoned on him to do their bidding. And, if proof 
were needed, is it not here, that Jesus Christ had 
thoroughly known the man, when He — *' gave him no 
answer " to the question, — " Whence art Thou? " For» 
truly, to have answered such a man, to such a question,, 
imder such circumstances, would have been to — " give 
that which is holy to the dogs." 

We now approach with reverence the answer which 
this speech evoked from the Son of God: — "Jesus 
answered. Thou couldest have no power at all against 
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Me, except it were given thee from above : therefore he 
that delivered Me unto thee hath the greater sin." It 
must have taxed Pilate's intelligence, to see at once the 
full meaning of these few but weighty words ; — which 
are, indeed, as I can gather, little understood even now. 
Yet have we no reason to think, they were in the 
least degree misunderstood by him. Let us investigate 
them as part of the Saviour's "good confession." 

In the first place, they are consistent with our Lord's 
previous silence. He is not to be beaten from His 
divine position and purpose, because the Governor is 
angry; and because he degrades the judgment-seat, 
where truth itself should be enthroned, and stoops to 
threaten and to promise. Like that silence, these words, 
though no direct answer to Pilate's question, — "Whence 
art Thou ? " — are yet an implied admission, that Jesus 
had declared Himself the Son of God. For there is no 
denial of the charge made by the Jews, but rather the 
truth of it is assumed. Then, as to Pilate's threat and 
promise, the majesty is ineffable with which they are 
recognized, rebuked, and put aside. And considering 
the baseness of Pilate's character and the power he 
possessed, there is no less majesty and grace in this 
last warning the Lord gives him. 

For, now, this proud and unprincipled Governor is 
told in unmistakeable terms, that his boasted power is 
simply held in trust from God ; otherwise he had had 
no power at all; and that to God, therefore, he is 
responsible for the use he makes of that delegated 
authority. And our Lord marks emphatically tha 
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exercise of that power as against Himself. Con- 
sequently, should Pilate carry his threat into execution^ 
he will now do it, having this great truth before his 
eyes; and, evidently, his sin will be by so much 
the greater. How great, who can tell ? But he had 
called forth this warning, and had brought this greater 
condemnation on himself, by the infamous, threat he had 
dared to utter. Impunity makes bad men impudent. 

So far our Lord's words are plain and simple. And 
they must have found an echo in Pilate's heart, worldling 
though he was. But what of the remainder of the 
sentence ? And for what purpose does the Lord add, — 
"Therefore he that delivered Me unto thee hath the 
greater sin ? " Doubtless, the persons referred to are 
the chief priests, and the Jewish people, with Caiaphas as 
their leader and head. For so Pilate would naturally 
understand the words, having himself at the earlier 
interview used a similar expression, — "Thine own 
nation and the chief priests have delivered Thee unto 
me." These men, then, in so doing, have the greater 
sin, for the reason which our Lord had just stated, 
namely, that Pilate would have had no power against 
the Saviour, — except it had been given him from 
above. In other words, Pilate is now plainly told con- 
cerning the Jews, that, — as they were attempting to 
make him do what he had just threatened to do, that 
is, to abuse his power given him from God, — so their 
sin was thereby become the greater. 

When, therefore, the Lord speaks of their sin being^ 
— '^tbe greater," He refers first to their sin in having 
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condemned Him for blasphemy, and then to their 
having added to this sin, by the extreme wickedness of 
their endeavour to get Him crucified by the authority 
of the Governor. For inasmuch as Pilate had that 
power from God, theirs was the greater sin. Now, in 
proportion as their sin was made the greater, Pilate's 
own conscience would tell him, that he ought to keep 
at the greater distance from it, and not to lend himself 
to be a partaker in it. Thus do our Lord's words, 
condensed, on the moment, into the briefest possible 
form, divinely meet the exigency of the occasion. For 
Pilate could not fail to see the iniquity of the Jews, in 
having delivered up Jesus unto him to be crucified, 
whichever charge he looked at, that they had laid 
against Him. We need say no more of the first, — that 
Jesus was a malefactor, — for that they had abandoned 
themselves. It was unutterably false. And as to the 
second charge, — ^that He declared Himself to be the Son 
of God ; for which they say He ought according to their 
law to die : — to crucify Him for this, even if He were a 
blasphemer, was simply infamous. For, in that case 
He ought to die according to the sentence of their law, 
and that was by stoning. But what, if He were no 
blasphemer ? What, if by the Scriptures of their 
prophets, by the testimony of John, by word and deed. 
He were declared by the voice of God among them, to 
be His own, His only begotten. His beloved Son? 
Then was their sin something more than infamous : it 
was the intensest and most impious rebellion against 
God. Besides, when they say, — " We have a law, and 
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ty our law He ought to die, because He made Himself 
the Son of God:" what is this but to admit that the 
subject is wide of Pilate's jurisdiction ? Indeed, that 
such is the case is admitted on all hands. The Jews 
acknowledge as much, for they did not tell Pilate of this 
matter at the first, but tried to impose a lie upon him. 
And when they make their avowal, they would scorn to 
ask Pilate to take cognizance of it, except to give efifect 
to their own finding and sentence, by sending Jesus to 
crucifixion. Pilate himself admits as much, for he makes 
no pretence to investigate the charge as Governor : but 
only to allay his own fears he asks, — "Whence art Thou ?" 
And our Lord admits the same thing : for He meets even 
this question of Pilate with blank silence. And the most 
that can be said of this silence is, that it is an implied 
acknowledgment, that the Jews have in their last charge 
averred the truth, that Jesus did make Himself* the Son 
of God. And if Pilate was able to catch this implied 
acknowledgment — (and we have reason to think his 
intelligence was quick enough) — then was he able also 
to discern, that their sin was by so much the greater, 
that it amounted even to this, — ^that they would abuse 
him, and abuse the power which he had from God, to 
crucify the Son of God. If a word is needed to show 
more clearly that Pilate had sufficient warrant so to 
imderstand the matter ; 'I might name two things, and 
I will but name them. One is, — that Pilate might 
judge for himself — "What manner of Man" he had 
before him : did not His transcendent bearing agree with 
the transcendent terms which reached the Governor's 
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ears ? The other is this, — that though Pilate had no 
direct answer to his demand, — "Whence art Thou?" 
yet when he heard our Lord declare that the Jews 
had — " the greater sin," in delivering Him unto Pilate ; 
and when he knew from the Jews themselves, that 
they had done this, only because Jesus had — " Made 
Himself the Son of God ;" — Pilate must have gathered 
from this, that the Lord meant emphatically, that 
they had sinned in so condemning Him. And if we 
have rightly inferred, that Pilate had enough ground 
to go upon, that, in their last charge against Christ, 
the Jews had stated the truth, then, it follows, that 
Pilate was given to understand, that they had so 
sinned, not as having wrested the Saviour's words 
from their true meaning, but as having rightly appre- 
hended what He made Himself to be, and as having 
wickedly condemned Him, because they would not 
believe His word. 

I cannot but think the passage is fairly open to all 
the remarks I have made upon it. But to come back to 
the starting-point: it was this, — the meaning of the 
Lord's imputation to the Jews of the greater sin in 
delivering Him to Pilate. If the interpretation I have 
put forward be the right one ; then it follows there is 
neither need nor place for the commonly received inter- 
pretation of Christ's words. In them He is commonly 
supposed to draw a comparison between the conduct of 
the Jews in having delivered Him up to Pilate, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, the conduct of Pilate should 
he as he threatened crucify Christ. Thus our Lord is 
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supposed to tell Pilate, that should He yield to their 
demand, still theirs will be the greater sin ; in other 
words, that Pilate's will be a less sin than theirs. But 
if we reflect, how can we ascribe to the Lord Jesus the 
utterance of such a thing ? Is it not to interpret His 
words superficially ? by the sound and not the sense ? I 
have said, there is neither need nor place for such an 
interpretation. There is no need ; for why should He 
be thought to institute this comparison between the sin 
of Pilate and the sin of the Jews ? There is nothing 
in the words themselves to necessitate such a supposi- 
tiop. It is foreign to them in themselves, and therefore 
arbitrarily introduced. And there is no place for this 
comparison ;. for what is the purport of the Lord's 
remark ? Is it not that He may give Pilate as solemn 
a warning as words can frame, against carrying his 
threat of crucifying Christ into execution ? Is it not to 
show him the dreadful nature of such a sin, whether it 
be viewed as the act of Pilate, or as the act of the 
Jews ? undoubtedly. We are reminded by it of the 
warning that was before given to Judas, — " Woe unto 
that man by whom the Son of Man is betrayed ! it had 
been good for that man if he had not been bom." And 
if this was the purport of the words, how can w^ be 
justified, arbitrarily to introduce into them the com- 
parison spoken of ? Is such a mode of warning ever 
adopted ? Would a wise and faithful counsellor adopt 
it ? Would he think it right and reasonable to go to 
any man sorely beset, and strongly tempted to commit 
a particular sin, in which others are participators, who 
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are urging him on to do so great wickedness ; — and to 
tell this man before the deed is consummated, that — 
assuming he yields to the temptation, and assuming the 
thing to be done,— he will not even in that case have 
committed so great sin as his fellow sinners have already 
committed, who are seeking to seduce him into their 
conspiracy ? The question dictates the reply. 

But those who institute the comparison against the 
propriety of which I contend, urge in its favour that 
the Lord meant by the comparison, to indicate His pity 
for Pilate, and as it were by way of anticipation to 
extenuate his guilt. This seems to me a strange way of 
showing pity for Pilate. For we might ask, if such were 
the true interpretation of the words, had Christ no pity 
for His own people who had delivered Him unto Pilate ? 
Surely, we should not wish from these words to insti- 
tute such a comparison. Nor need we. Such an inter- 
pretation of the passage arises from confounding together 
two things, which should be kept apart. Because the 
Lord, as Supreme Judge, may be supposed, when He 
passes sentence on the evil-doer, to take into consider- 
ation every extenuating circumstance ; therefore it is 
assumed He did so at this juncture. But He was not 
there to pass sentence ;3 — (as He said, — ^"I judge no 
man."') He was there to warn the Governor (while He 
submitted to the Governor's decrees) against committing 
the foulest act of judicial murder (which is the worst of 
all murders) ever perpetrated in the annals of the world. 
And to tell this man, in danger of doing this very act 
that, assuming he does it, he will not even then be ao 
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bad as those who are forcing him on ; — such an inter- 
pretation to my mind does not present — " the image and 
superscription " of truth. 

On the whole, we come to this conclusion,' — ^that Pilate 
would understand the words, as designed to warn him 
against yielding to the Jews' demand, which would be 
to perpetrate an enormity, both on his part and on 
theirs so much the greater, because the power which 
Pilate had was given him from above. So that, in a 
word, the Saviour's aim was not to show that Pilate's 
sin would be the less, but on the very contrary would 
be the greater, should he act up to his recreant 
threat 

Before we leave these words addressed to Pilate, there 
is an expression in them which deserves notice. It is 
the saying, — "Given thee from above." We have 
already observed, that Pilate might have been induced 
to ask, — '* Whence art Thou ?" not only because he had 
learnt from the Jews that the Lord Jesus — '* made him- 
self the Son of God ;" but because of the Saviour's own 
words addressed to Pilate himself, — '' My kiogdom is 
not of this world," — and again, — " Now is my kingdom 
not from hence." Such expressions naturally gave rise 
to the inquiry, — " Whence art thou V And we have 
seen, that our Lord gave no direct answer to this ques- 
tion ; though, at the same time, His very silence was an 
implied assent to the statement the Jews had just made. 
And we have also gathered from the Saviour's words of 
warning the like implication. We may now remark, 
that when the Saviour in those same words uses this 
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significant expression — " except it were given thee from 
above/' — there is still observable a similar tendency to 
point the Governor's mind to that place, from whence 
the Saviour came. And even if Pilate failed to catch 
the hint, if such it may be called, one thing is certain, 
that Pilate had forfeited all claim to a more definite 
reply ; and another thing is worthy of consideration, — 
Whether such indirect intimations were not quite as 
calculated to awaken his fears, as a positive declaration 
of the truth itself ? 

However this might be, we have now to give attention 
to the actual effect produced on the Governor's conduct, 
by an interview which has no paralleL Evidently, then, 
though the Lord had not vouchsafed to answer the 
demand, — "Whence art Thou?" His solemn words of 
warning — (whether we understand them or not) — were 
powerful enough to increase the awe in which Pilate 
stood of Him. To see this, we should recall to mind 
the fear Pilate had of offending the Jews ; and what 
was their design in making their last avowal, which had 
made Pilate the more afraid. We have seen, they 
meant him to understand thereby, that on their part 
they neither could, nor would accept any compromise. 
Yet Pilate has now to encounter them again. What 
then is his determination ? It is that he will let 
Him go. So, then, at this moment, as the result of 
this interview with Jesus, Pilate has quelled his fear of 
the Jews, in his stiU greater fear as to — "that just Man." 
Yet Pilate had been greatly irritated by his prisoner's 
silence ; and, in addition to that silence, had had to 
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bear a severe rebuke. But this rebuke had been dealt 
out with so terrible a warning, both as to his own re- 
sponsibility to heaven, and as to the aggravated wicked- 
ness of the Jews ; that he is more than ever in dread 
of the Man, who had spoken as never man did, nor can 
speak. 

In the brief record of the result, St. John tells us, — 
"And from thenceforth Pilate sought to release Him." 
— (John xix. 12.) The original would bear the mean- 
ing, — " For this saying Pilate was seeking, or setting 
himself about, to release Him." Perhaps, instead of 
going back formally to give his decision to the Jews, he 
showed himself giving orders to the soldiers to clear 
the place, and drive back the people; — intimating 
rather than saying to them, the affair is now at an end ; 
you have had my decision though you would not accept 
it. Thus the third device, by which the Jews had 
hoped to prevail with Pilate, was frustrated. To state 
their whole policy once more: — Their first efibrt had 
been to take him by surprise, that he should give sen- 
tence on a malefactor without making inquiry. This 
attempt yielded to his demand, — "What accusation bring 
ye against this Man ? " Their second had been to deceive 
Pilate into the belief, that Christ claimed to be king 
in opposition to Caesar. This charge Pilate investi- 
gated and found to be insidious. But though Pilate so 
far lent himself to them, that he scourged Jesus, he 
positively refused to crucify Him. Thus their second 
attempt was defeated. Their third essay was, to 
avow the real offence, as they considered it, on which 
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they had condemned Jesus ; namely, that — " He made 
Himself the Son of God." And now even this fails 
them ; for Pilate is more determined than ever not to 
yield ; and is actually bestirring himself to put an end 
to the trial. 

IV. The Evangelist does not tell us, what course 
Pilate took — " to release Him." But we may now see, 
that the Jews are driven to desperation, — to their very 
last resources. Nothing now is left them but to raise 
a tumult, and to threaten Pilate with an appeal to Caesar. 
John tells us in his rapid sketch of the proceedings, — 
"But the Jews cried out, saying, If thou let this Man go, 
thou art not Caesar's friend : whosoever maketh himself 
a king speaketh against Caesar.*' — (John xix. 12.) They 
had been baffled by Pilate's (to them) unaccountable 
refusal to gratify them all along. They had come to 
him, both rulers and the multitude, and he had set at 
nought their request, though, when he pleased, he could 
shed blood like water. He had put aside all their 
accusations, until they had been compelled to divulge 
what they of all things desired to hide, — their own 
inability to condemn Christ except in this, that — " He 
made Himself the Son of God." It was, therefore, exas- 
perating to the last degree, when they saw Pilate after 
all going about to release Him. If, therefore, they now 
have recourse to tumult and threatening, we need not 
be surprised. But we shall do well to reflect a little on 
this remarkable position of affairs, and the conduct of 
those concerned. 
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In the first place, by this move the Jews abandon 
any further reference to their last affirmation, that by 
their law Jesus ought to die, because He made Himself 
the Son of God. They had hoped, in stating this, to 
prevail with Pilate on several accounts ; when to their 
infinite disgust and dismay he again repels them. They 
might have thought, that Pilate himself would revolt 
at so extravagant an avowal by any man, — ^that he 
was the Son of God. Or, at least, they might hope 
that Pilate, knowing what he did of the Jews and of 
their worship, would sympathise with them having 
to deal with such an offender. They could not, indeed, 
foresee what effect their announcement would have on 
the mind of a heathen like Pilate ; and for that reason 
as well as others, they might have withholden their own 
ground of condemning Jesus. But being at last forced 
to divulge their secret, they might the more readily 
suppose Pilate would yield to them ; because the Boman 
policy was not to thwart thq superstitions of any con- 
quered nation, but rather to indulge them ; and because, 
in making their announcement, they had plainly given 
the Governor to understand, first, — that the finding of 
blood-guiltiness in Christ was their finding, and His 
condemnation was their act and deed ; and, secondly, — 
that they on their part were utterly set and resolved 
to take no denial. 

When, therefore, they discover the result of the last 
interview in the judgment-hall between the judge and 
the ajscused, and that Pilate is seeking to release Him, 
they become furious. We have noticed, that Pilate's 
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previous yielding so far as to scourge Jesus, and then 
to bring Him out to them with that most cowardly 
speech,-—" Behold, I bring Him out to you, that ye may 
know that I find no fault in Him,'' — had only whetted 
their appetite, by giving them their first taste of that 
blood, after which they intensely raged with thirst. 
And now are all their lies and labours to result in 
nothing ? Is it for this that they have laid bare their 
olose secret, and in a word have avowed in the 
face of men and angels, the Saviour's innocency and 
their own eternal shame ? Yet up to this point they 
have borne with the affronts which Pilate had put 
upon them. He ,had not heeded their united voice 
that Jesus was a malefactor. On their loud accusations 
that He set Himself up as king, Pilate had declared 
Him faultless. Their final finding, that — " He ought to 
die," Pilate now, without so much as deigning them a 
word, was treating with still greater contempt. Are 
they to submit to this ? If they thought of Pilate, it 
was beyond endurance. If they thought of Jesus, it 
was maddening. If they thought of themselves, there 
was in it something so degrading and exasperating, that 
they must gnash with their teeth. 

Hence the final outburst of flame and fury, which 
met the eyes and ears of the startled Governor. He 
sees, that — " he can prevail nothing, but that rather a 
tumult is made." — (Matt, xxvii. 24.) And he knows 
too well what the fanaticism of that people when 
roused can do. This alone might appal him : but this 
is not alone. Amid the frantic cries of that ra^in^^ 
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surging multitude, he catches words of most dread omen, 
coming from the chief priests and rulers, who — " cried 
out, saying, If thou let this Man go, thou art not Caesar^s 
friend: whosoever maketh himself a king speaketh 
against Caesar." 

On these portentious words, John gives us to under- 
stand, all turned. Pilate yielded at once. He was im- 
potent before this spell, — the name of Caesar. It was to 
him like the enchanter's wand, it bound him hand and 
foot. And this fact supplies a key to the policy of the 
rulers. To conjure with this name was their last device. 
Why? because it was too desperate a step to take, 
till every other course had failed. Defamatory to them 
as it was, to proclaim their only ground of condemnation 
against Christ ; yet let that device even be tried before 
this. Why ? because this is to declare war without 
quarter against the Governor. This is to offer him the 
last affront. It is to incur his most deadly, unappeasable 
hatred. It is to defy his utmost revenge. For how 
could they subject the Governor to a deeper, and more 
damaging humiliation ? He had pronounced their pri- 
soner guiltless : yet had he tried to satisfy them every 
way. And in doing so he had wronged his conscience, 
and abused the most sacred deposit of sovereign power. 
And now — (without our rehearsing more particularly 
what had passed) — when he had made and notified 
his final decision, when he was actually taking measures 
to release the accused ; — even now and after all will, 
they compel him to capitulate and yield to their most 
wicked and imperious fiat. And submit he must, and 
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jdeld he shall, not to the equity of the cause, but to its 
proved, its acknowledged, its published iniquity, — ac- 
cording to the accused's own pleadings, according to 
the Governor's own oft-repeated declaration, according 
at the last to their own constrained and damnatory con- 
fession. Yet in the very teeth of all this, bend this 
Governor must, and yield this redoubted Eoman Go- 
vernor shall at discretion, on the instant, publicly, before 
that concourse, before the nation, before the world, and 
(with Pilate's allowance, after the warning he had re- 
ceived) before Almighty God. He must strike his im- 
perial flag, too, and he shall lay himself on the ground 
for them to go over, on what score ? — lest these unscrupu- 
lous murderers, these sanctimonious impostors should 
represent him, or rather misrepresent him to Caesar,, 
if he do not crucify this Man who makes Himself the 
Son of God ; — and crucify Him too on a charge, which 
Pilate as judge has exposed, and which they as accusers 
have acknowledged, to be glaringly perfidious and false. 
Was ever bad man, yet a great Governor, and a man 
evidently of great capacity, reduced by sin and wicked- 
ness to such a hateful and miserable degradation ? 
never. He was without cover from his own accusing 
conscience. He was without pretext wherewith to face 
the world. He was without refuge before that God, 
from whom he had received his power, and to whom he 
must render an account. The sacred historian doea 
not explain, why Pilate straightway gave in at the 
name of Caesar. Nor need we stay upon it. Enough,^ 
that Pilate, by deeds of violence and oppression^ Iva^ 
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made himself abominable to the Jews. Enough, that 
the aged and malignant Emperor Tiberius was quick 
and unrelenting in his suspicions. Enough, that Pilate 
was subsequently recalled and stripped of his abused 
authority. 

Now, therefore, the chief priests and multitude are 
gratified by signs of yielding on the part of the Go- 
vernor. For as he had stirred up this tumult by his 
actions, which spoke louder than words ; so would he 
lull the storm by the same means. And the Jews are 
at no loss to interpret the measures Pilate now adopts. 
John relates, in the same even tone which runs through 
the whole account : — "When Pilate therefore heard that 
saying, he brought Jesus forth, and sat down in the 
judgment seat, in a place that is called the Pavement, 
but in the Hebrew, Gabbatha." — (John xix. 13.) When 
Pilate came forth from his last interview with the ac- 
cused in the judgment-hall, he had come alone. There 
was policy in this, seeing how the people were frenzied 
at the sight of Jesus. And as Pilate had determined 
to release Him, there was wisdom in keeping Him out 
of view. But when the Governor saw the effect of 
what he was doing, and the tumult that arose, and 
when he heard those terrible words which struck him 
aghast, and when the hazard of being compromised 
with Caesar flashed full before him ; in a moment he 
resolves to shift his course. And, to appease the tumult 
by a visible token of his change of purpose, he com- 
mands the prisoner forth. 

But does not Pilate, by this movement, indicate 
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something more than his desire to appe£tse the people ? 
Is there not discernible an anxiety on his part to silence 
those terrible utterances his ear had caught ? Is there 
not evident in this quick strategy a breathlesss haste to 
overtake the utterance, and catch away the impression 
of those fatal words he had heard ; by at once concen- 
trating upon the sacred head of Christ the rage and 
furious passions of the people ? For in proportion as 
Pilate was conscious in himself that it was, — " when he 
heard that saying," that all his manhood died within 
him ; so would he desire to hide from the Jews the 
reason of this scare. And in proportion as this new 
terror rendered him an easy prey to them ; so would he 
deem it prudent to dissemble his dismay, and to hurry 
away the thoughts of the people from himself. 

This seems to explain the pomp and ceremony with 
which he now sits down on the judgment-seat in 
Gabbatha. For as our Lord had been at least twice sent 
into the judgment-hall and there arraigned, and as He 
was at that moment before that judgment-seat, why 
could not Pilate tell the people in a word, — (as he had 
said before, — ^''I find no fault in Him;" so now) — I will 
go in and pronounce upon this Man the judgment you 
require ? But no, this would not answer Pilate's own 
necessities now. To yield in this way would be as it 
were to publish, without the semblance of a subterfuge, 
the damaging reason of Ms base submission. No, the 
business must be prolonged, till the uproar and violence 
of the people have been eflFectually diverted from him- 
self^ and he is again master of the situation : and till he 
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can make the Jews know as mucli and feel it too : — 
" When Pilate therefore heard that saying, he brought 
Jesus forth, and sat down in the judgment seat in a 
place that is called the Pavement, but in the Hebrew, 
Gabbatha." 

We must also take into account another consideration 
that would weigh with PUate. He had just come out of 
the judgment-hall, having decided to release Jesus. He 
might by word or deed have intimated his decision. He 
could hardly have done otherwise. Was this decision 
Ivnown to the Man, whom Pilate feared more than he 
feared His accusers, though not so much as he feared 
Caesar ? And could Pilate go again into that hall and 
reverse that decision? impossible. And what as to 
the people outside ? Pilate had let them also know 
only too plainly his judgment in the cause. Has he 
not thereby precluded himself from giving an opposite 
sentence, unless it is prefaced by at least some pretence 
of trial ? Pontius Pilate, in what a position art thou ! 
It is impossible for thee to look the accused in the face. 
Thou dost not dare to give sentence of crucifixion against 
Him in the judgment-hall. True, that meek sufferer 
will not breathe one word of remonstrance ; for He has — 
*' committed Himself to Him that judgeth righteously." 
But the echo of thine own voice will there bring back 
upon thine own soul a more appalling sentence than 
thou canst pronounce. Pilate feels this, and deems it 
far better that the judgment he is about to give, — 
(which is intri^th — "the judgment of this world,") — 
should be drowned as it is uttered in the yells and 
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execrations of the throng. So then, on every account, 
Pilate must needs get up this mock-trial on the Pave- 
ment, — that high place which could be seen by the 
whole assemblage. 

By this politic movement, then, the tumult is hushed, 
and all attention is effectually centred on Jesus. Pilate 
may flatter himself that he can digest in secret the gall 
he is made to eat in public. For now that scene, which 
years will never obliterate from his burning memory, 
will not be the last in this dread tragedy. It is speedily 
followed up, that it may be swallowed up by another, 
which he will skilfully manipulate to his own ends. 

John proceeds, — "It was the preparation of the 
Passover, and about the sixth hour." — (John xix. 14) 
This enables us to understand that the throng would by 
this time have become very great. By this time tidings of 
what was going on concerning the Prophet of Nazareth, 
between the chief priests and the Governor, would 
have spread through the city. For the rulers wanted 
not for energy or means to beat up their numbers. 
AVhat, then, does Pilate now say to the immense con- 
course ? — " He saith unto the Jews, Behold your King !" 
(John xix. 14.) The most designing and accomplished 
orator cotild not have framed a speech — as regards the 
Nazarene — more aggravating to the chief prie9ts and to 
the people than this. Then, why did Pilate speak the 
words ? Doubtless, to excite them to a pitch of frenzy 
against the Lord Jesus, that he might as far as in him 
]ay renew the uproar; seeing that its violence now 
would rage against another than himself. And the 
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greater its rage and the fiercer its fury, the more would 
it work his purpose, — which is to cast the late outburst 
into the shade, and to make it appear that his yielding 
is entirely and only out of regard to their animosity 
against Christ ; and that it has no reference at all to the 
threat he has just heard. At the same time, the out- 
rageous clamour he now stirs up will in another way 
suit the purpose of the Jews themselves, as well as his 
own. It will go to remove the effect of the avowal they 
before made, of the only ground on which they had been 
able to condemn the Lord Jesus. The sooner this con- 
fession is dropped out of mind and buried in oblivion 
the better for the Jews, for they desired above all things, 
that Jesus should die as a malefactor ; and the better for 
Pilate, for it was this very thing, that Jesus — " Made 
Himself the Son of God," — that had rendered him the 
more afraid. Besides, as already remarked, the 
Governor could not take cognizance of this charge at 
his bar, and it would advantage him nothing with Caesar 
to have crucified the Son of God. All that Caesar 
would care about was this, — ^What had Pilate done with 
the Man, who by setting himself up to be a King had 
caused an insurrection ? Therefore, on all accoimts the 
fake charge, which had been before abandoned, must by 
mutual consent be revived ; and thus the speech from 
the judgment seat, — "Behold your King," — and the 
responsive cry it evokes from the people, are agreeable 
alike to Jew and Gentile. 

This appeal, therefore, was abundantly successful. 
We can imagine it, however, spoken with a tone of 
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bitter, and jeering contempt: — he says unto them, — 
"Behold your King! But they cried out, away 
with Him, away with Him, crucify Him". This is 
the response Pilate desired to call, forth. And, 
under the circumstances, there is nothing he wishes 
more to hear. Therefore, with evident purpose, he 
seeks to hear it again: — "Pilate saith unto them, 
3hall I crucify your King ?" Surely, the policy of 
this is too manifest in the sacred record to be 
overlooked. And we cannot but see that, while 
Pilate bends to their stubborn will, he would have 
it appear that he does so out of his own grace 
towards them, in consideration of their intense hatred 
to this pretended Christ Thus, at this moment, 
the Governor would smooth things over, as between 
the Jews and himself; as if he had condescended 
to grant their request at the outset, when they 
meant him in the early morning to give sentence on 
their finding. And, doubtless, the Jews, on their 
part, clearly enough see through the guise which 
Pilate puts on. And while, therefore, it suits their 
purpose to raise the cry which Pilate wishes ; never- 
theless, smarting as they must needs do under the 
taunting jeer with which he says, — "Behold your 
King !" — " Shall I crucify your King ?" — they are pro- 
voked to make him also feel the edge of the like biting 
irony : — then (as John tells us) — " The chief priests 
answered, we have no King but Caesar." They might 
not speak this without much bitterness on their part : 
but they will even wound themselves in this terrible 1 
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straggle ; if by so doing they can secure their victory, 
and cast a poisoned dart in return for the Parthian 
arrows he shoots at them. For this cry, — ^''We have 
no King but Csesar," — however degrading to them, 
would pierce him to the soul, as intimating they knew 
well enough why he had yielded to them. And 
thus a compact is made between the Governor and 
themselves, by which both parties understand that 
sentence is to be given against Jesus, because of His 
alleged crime — the evil He had done — ^in making 
Himself a King ! 

In this way then does Pilate recover his lost courage. 
This seeming renewal of the trial, and this real com- 
promise of blood — (in his submission to their nefarious 
demand) — bar any further allusion to the name of 
Caesar. The chief priests have made their last use of 
that name, when, by professing their afiTected all^iance 
to Caesar, they do so the more efiFectually to coerce the 
Governor. And he, on his part, is perfectly conscious 
that they have done their worst. Consequently, he has 
now an advantage over them, which he hastens to 
improve. 

For now he has to face that guileless Man, of 
whom he makes more account than of the whole 
nation of the Jews, but whom he is nevertheless 
sacrificing to his own corrupt and selfish interests. 
And when he remembers, that this patient' suflferer 
had declared — ^that He came into the world to bear 
witness to the truth ; and — ^that every one that is of 
the truth heareth His voice ; and that He had assayed 
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to teach the Governor on the judgment seat ; and that 
He had not hesitated to claim dominion over him 
and all his power : — nay, when he remembers this 
also, that this Man declares Himself to be the Son of 
God :— and when, further, Pilate caUs to mind his wife's 
warning, coming to him as it did at the very height 
of the crisis ; — and when he thinks of the awful silence 
that met his demand, — *' Whence art Thou ?" — and the 
still more awful words that rebuked his threat of 
crucifixion, and the contempt with which his promise 
of release was met : — I say, when all these considera- 
tions press upon the Governor, how could he be other- 
wise than greatly troubled ? What, then, can he do ? 
Can he find no middle course, for which men generally 
look out when in such perplexities ? Is there nothing 
to be done, if only it were, to deceive himself a little ? 
Pilate thinks there is. Perhaps he had thought of it 
already. It is a course which wiU serve in some degree 
to vindicate himself in what he is going to do, in the 
eyes of this extraordinary Man. It will render this 
Man a sort of justice, even in His being consigned to 
the cross. (For Pilate sees He is evidently One, who 
so values the truth, that He is raised above the fear 
of aU that men can do unto Him.) It will salve, if it 
do not save the smart of Pilate's own conscience. 
And, perhaps, he may not the less relish this coui'se, 
because it wiU, in a sense, avenge both himself, and 
the Man of Sorrows, whom he will now crucify, on 
these ruthless men. 

And what is the course by which. P\iaX»^ nioxSA %rw5?kv- 
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plish all this ? It is — that he will not condemn Jesus 
Christ, even while he sentences Him to death. Nay, 
in sending Him to execution he will declare His 
spotless innocence! He will proclaim Him to be a just 
Man. He will, even though it involve the publishing 
of his own infamy, make it clearly understood, in the 
presence of Jesus Himself, in the face of that con- 
course and before the whole world, that he does this 
deed under constraint, — ^under his most solemn protest, 
that he is clear from all responsibility in this judicial 
murder. He will lay the whole weight and burden of 
the blood that is shed upon the Jews. They are 
violently and ignominiously compelling him to crucify 
the Lord, against Pilate's own convictions, and against 
his loudly reiterated judgment, as though Jesus had set 
Himself up to be a king. This compact between Pilate 
and them has been come to. This covenant of blood 
shall stand. But the whole weight and obligation of 
this wickedness, Pilate will in open court, and in open 
day, by word and deed cast entirely upon them. At 
this point, therefore, what Matthew i-ecords comes in — 
''When PUate saw that he could prevail nothing, but 
that rather a tumult was made, he took water, and 
washed his hands before the multitude, saying, I am 
innocent of the blood of this just person ; see ye to it. 
Then answered all the people and said. His blood be 
on us, and on our children." — (Matt, xxvii. 25.) 

What has been said, in introducing this remarkable 

passage, may have sufficiently set forth its general 

import. But if we would do ^xt^tloiQ^ Uke full justice 
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to it, we should still linger upon it a little. We ought 
not to dismiss it, without remarking upon it further 
in two respects, — Pilate evidently meant this significant 
act to operate, both as a vindication of himself as be- 
tween him and our Lord ; and as a sort of revenge as 
between himself and the Jews. 

It is more than conceivable, that, on bringing Jesus 
forth from the judgment-hall, Pilate might desire, — 
that the Lord Himself should be a witness of this scene 
in Gabbatha : — that this marvellous Man should see and 
know, to what a position Pilate was reduced by the mad- 
ness an(J cruelty of the Jews : — that this Jesus should 
hear from the judgment-seat, how completely the 
Governor cleared Him from every charge ; even though 
he failed to shield Him from the sufferings and ignominy 
of the cross. And he might, above all, entertain the 
hope, that in this way he would exonerate himself too 
in the Saviour's estimation, though he consigned Him 
to a shameful death. 

.And if so, this sophistical attempt to liberate himself 
from the responsibility of this most abominable crime 
deserves our close attention. For how does Pilate think 
to clear himself, — in the presence of Him who is The 
Truth, — but by a palpable and transparent lie ? He seems 
to blind himself, and to think he can deceive Jesus 
Christ, by this most wretched piece of Jesuitry. He 
would draw a distinction between himself, individually, 
as Pilate, and himself, officially, as Governor. And he 
would render homage to The Truth as Pilate ; while at 
the same moment as Governor he puts The Truth, to ^ 
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the death of the cross. So then, as a man, Pilate would 
admit that the word of Jesus Christ had authority over 
him. But, as Roman (iovemor, he will trample under- 
foot that — "good confession,'* which the Lord had just 
made before him. And while he acts out this miserable 
delusion, so blind is he to the intense wickedness of 
what he is doing ; that he thinks he can wash his hands 
in innocency : — " saying, I am innocent of the blood of 
this just person f — and this in the presence of Christ 
Himself, whom he thus sends to crucifixion. The 
whole scene affords us an awful lesson of the exceeding 
sinfulness, as well as the deceitfulness of sin. 

We have now to add a few words, on the other 
inference drawn from this same act and protest of 
Pilate, which is, — that he designed thereby to avenge 
himself and, as it were, our Lord too upon the Jews. 
He had seen by this time through their whole policy. 
He had discovered their intense desire to secure the 
death of Jesus as a malefactor. And he understood 
now, why they had sought, in the first instance, to steal 
away the sentence of death from the Governor ; and why 
they had afterwards so strenuously laboured to deceive 
him, into condemning Christ as though He had claimed 
to be a king in opposition to Caesar. Pilate, therefore, 
resolves to despoil their victory of more than half its 
value, both over the Lord Jesus and over himself. And 
for this end, though they so have him in their toils, 
that he dare not refuse to give the sentence they require ; 
yet will he effectually prevent them from saying, — that 
Pilate found the Saviour guilty, and that he condemned 
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Him for any fault proved at his bar. For, on the contrary, 
even at the expense of his own consistency, and to his 
own eternal shame, he will declare in passing sentence 
of execution, that the Man is a just person, according to 
Pilate's own finding ; and that he himself — (so fex as the 
washing of his hands, and this public protestation can 
effect it) — is innocent of His blood. Therefore he adds — 
*' See ye to it." As though he had said, — Look ye for the 
dire retribution this deed demands. For this deed is 
yours ; and if there be a God in heaven, — as you profess 
to believe, and whom you profess to serve,— He will 
avenge it upon you. 

Doubtless, the rulers read all this, no less in the 
wrathful looks, than in the menacing words of the Gover- 
nor. Indeed, they could expect no less. They knew that 
they had dared and done their worst, and thi^t they had 
defied him to do the same. It was war between them 
to the knife. But what made Pilate the more enraged 
was, that he was defeated in the struggle. Just as their 
fury had previously risen to boiling point, when they saw 
themselves being baffled and bereaved of their prey. 
But now they are the victors in the fight ; said it is uot 
their policy to provoke the Governor further. Let them 
rest content with the result of the encounter, which they 
have snatched from so great hazards. For the alternative 
of a bloody revolt, and conflict with Pilate and his 
Eoman soldiers, was scarcely less unendurable, than to 
have failed to slake their thirst in the blood of the 
Lord Jesus. Now, therefore, they accept the resentment 
of the Governor as a thing that can. \^ \^t\i^. K:cSt^ 
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they think it prudent to shew as little irritation as 
possible, though he spoils their triumph in the very 
flush of it. The less they say of this the sooner will it 
be forgotten ; as Pilate himself had glibly swallowed 
down their threats, that he might the sooner and the 
deeper hide them. Accordingly, when the Governor — 
" washed his hands before the multitude, saying, I am 
innocent of the blood of this just person : see ye to it. 
Then answered all the people, and said. His blood be on 
us, and on our children." — (John xix. 24, 25.) 

These words are shocking enough, however they may 
be imderstood. But we ought not, on that account, to 
rest in some undefined meaning of them, — some vague 
horror, to which they instantly give rise. It is not 
sufiicient to' exclaim at the depravity of these men, who 
could vociferate such an imprecation. Neither is it 
enough to look straight to the retribution which after- 
wards overtook them, — ^the long-drawn shadows of which 
rest heavily upon their children still ; — for (as the 
Apostle speaks) — "the wrath is come upon them to the 
uttermost." If so we treat the matter, we forego an 
intelligent understanding of the subject, and we mar 
and miss its chief instruction. 

Be it observed, then, that Pilate is labouring hard 
by word and deed, to make the Jews wholly and solely 
responsible for the blood of Jesus. He feels the burden 
too great for him to bear even in part. He declares 
himself — "innocent of the blood of this just person." 
Yet he feels that, if ever there was a call for divine 
vengeance, that vengeance mwsfc ovet^ka the perpetrators 
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of this enormous crime. And he imprecates the curse 
and the woe upon the apostate, and to him hateful nation, 
who have forced him to take part in this most accursed 
deed. Then what do the people mean by their savage 
and insane retort ? They mean that they, for their part, 
are quite willing and ready, to take upon them that re- 
sponsibility. Had they not told Pilate before, — ^''We 
have a law, and by our law He ought to die ; because 
He made Himself the Son of God ? " And had they 
not said this in all earnestness ? Did they, then, not 
believe, and were they not prepared to stand by, what 
they had so strongly protested ? Pilate may scorn their 
words ; — he may fling in their face, that this is " a just 
person." But Pilate is a heathen; and "the people 
which knoweth not the law is cursed." They know 
better. They have condemned this seemingly just Man 
for the most horrible wickedness that had ever been 
spoken in the world ; for they had asked Him, and 
He had said it; — ^they had adjured Him — "in the 
name of the living God," — and on the oath of the living 
God He had declared Himself to be the Son of God ; 
and He had added, — making the affirmation still 
stronger, and of his own free will placing it surpassingly 
beyond all possibility of dispute, mistake, or error, — 
" Hereafter shall ye see the Son of Man silting on the 
right hand of power, and coming in the clouds of 
heaven." And with all this full in view, are they to be 
panic-struck, because this heathen Governor, when he 
can do nothing worse, vents his spite against them, by 
preaching up the consequences ; and by threatoaMa^ m 
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them with the vengeance of that God, of whom he 
himself is cursedly ignorant ? impossible. Such threats 
are terrorless to thenu So far as his words give indirect 
utterance to his own bursting exasperation, they will 
forbear to reply ; hoping he will afterwards cool down. 
But as to the retributive judgment of the Almighty ; — 
are they not zealous for His own law, in that they 
have condemned this Jesus of Nazareth to death for 
the blasphemy He has spoken ? And though it is true, 
they are exacting a severer penalty than that law 
inflicts, may they not herein be something more than 
blameless ; seeing that they do but measure out a meeter 
punishment for the enormity of this great transgression ; 
and withal do but yield to an odious political necessity, 
inasmuch as, — "It is not lawful for them to put any man 
to death?" 

Thus the imprecation, — " His blood be on us, and on 
our children," — ^in their apprehension, and in their mouth, 
is not to be understood, as though they recklessly defied 
the judgments of the Almighty. Bad as they were, they 
had not come to this. Bather, their words are meant 
to declare, that they themselves see no such terrible re* 
sponsibility in crucifying this Man, as Pilate seems to 
imagine : and that they are prepared to glory in, rather 
than decline the burden which he casts upon them with 
so much wrath. In short, they would have Pilate know, 
that, if that is all the harm he can do them in His sore 
vexation, they can afford to smile at it, while they 
enjoy the victory they have wrested from his sovereign 
an 
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And this interpretation of their words agrees with 
the Saviour's subsequent prayer, when He said,— ^ 
^' Father, forgive them : for they Imow not what they 
<io." — (Luke xxiii. 34.) And it accords with what 
we read of persecutors in all ages. The heathm who 
put to death the first heralds of the Gospel, considered 
themselves defenders of the insulted divinities they 
worshipped. The followers of Mahomet wrought their 
hloody havoc, in the Name of God and of His prophet 
The torture, desolations and death, that were inflicted 
to stay the progress of the Eeformation, were the work 
of those who gloried in their deed. If anyone had 
said to such bigots, — I am innocent of this bloodshed, 
see ye to it ; would not the word have fellen like a 
spark on the raging waters? Let the inquisitors of 
Eome answer. Let the red-handed murderers of the 
Lollards, the Hussites, the Protestants in France and 
England, the Waldenses, and the Albigenses, be ques- 
tioned herein. Then will the response of the Jews to 
Pilate seem mild and inoffensive ; when it is compared 
with the reply which comes from those, who professed 
themselves the followers of the Lamb that was slain. 
They sang — "Te Deum*^ over the blood they shed. 
They struck medals in commemoration of their dreadful 
massacre. How far the pray^ of the Lord Jesus was 
applicable to all these, we cannot tell. But there is 
a charity, which ^beareth all things, believeth all things, 
hopeth all things, endureth all things/' — a charity 
which " never faileth,'' — a charity which is '' not over- 
come of evil," but which " overcometh evil with good." 
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And this divine charity was in Christ Jesus when He 
made that prayer. 

Here the trial of our Lord and Saviour closes. We 
have reached its end. Only, the Governor must needs 
formally release Barabbas, and formally give sentence 
against Jesus Christ. As it is written, — "And 
Pilate gave sentence that it should be as they required. 
And he released unto them him that for sedition and 
murder was cast into prison, whom they had desired ; 
but he delivered Jesus to their will." — (Luke 
xxiii 24, 25.) St. John concludes his account with 
these simple, sorrowful words, which will bear 
contemplation through all ages, — " Then delivered he 
Him therefore unto them to be crucified. And they took 
Jesus, and led Him away." — (John xix. 16.) 



Does any one say — (like Thomas) — " Let us also go 
that we may die with Him ?" — (John xi. 16.) It is well 
said, — " For if we be dead with Him, we shall also live 
with Him : if we suffer, we shall also reign with Him : 
if we deny Him, He also will deny us." — (2 Tim. ii. 11, 
12.) But my purpose is not to pursue the subject 
further. Let the reader study the scenes and sufferings 
of Golgotha, — its cries of anguish, and of victory in death. 
On that — "place of a skull," he will see, from first 
to last, everything to confirm what has been already 
said. Neither do I offer any comment on that One 
Truth which is the outcome of the trial. I now 
close with two passages from the writings of St. John : — 
One by way of inquiry, — *' Who is He that overcometh 
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the world, but he that believeth that Jesus is the Son of 
God ?" — (1 John v. 5.) The other is in the way of 
triumph, in the way of exhortation, in the way of 
conclusion of the whole matter, — " We know that the 
Son of God is come, and hath given us an understand- 
ing, that we may know Him that is true, and we are in 
Him that is true, even in His Son Jesus Christ. This is 
the true God, and eternal life. Little children, keep 
yourselves from idols. Amen." — (1 John v. 20, 21.) 
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Essays on Religion. — Nature: The Utility of Religion 
and Theism. By John Stuart Mill. 



Part V. — General Results. — pp. 244-5. 

" About the life and sayings of Jesus there is a stamp 
of personal originality combined with profundity of 
insight, which if we abandon the idle expectation of 
finding scientific precision where something very diJBferent 
was aimed at, must place the Prophet of Nazareth, even 
in the estimation of those who have no belief in his 
inspiration, in the very first rank of the men of sublime 
genius of whom our species can boast. When this pre- 
eminent genius is combined with qualities of probably 
the greatest moral reformer, and martyr to that mission, 
who ever existed on earth, religion cannot be said to 
have made a bad choice in pitching on this man as the 
ideal representative and guide of humanity ; nor, even 
now, would it be easy, even for an unbeliever, to find a 
better translation of the rule of virtue from the abstract 
into the concrete, than to endeavour so to live that 
Christ would approve our life. When to this we add, 
that, to the conception of the rational sceptic, it remains 
a possibility that Christ actually was what he supposed 
Himself to be — not God, for he never made the 
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smallest pretention to that character, and would pro- 
bably have thought such a pretention as blasphemous 
as it seemed to the men who condemned him — ^but a 
man charged with a special, express and unique com- 
mission from God to lead mankind to truth and virtue ; 
we may well conclude that the influences of religion 
on the character, which will remain after rational 
scepticism has done its utmost against the evidences of 
religion, are well worth preserving, and that what they 
lack in direct strength as compared with those of a 
firmer belief, is more than compensated by the greater 
truth and rectitude of the morality they sanction." 
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